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Current ‘Cosine 


The Lord Chief Justice, 

THE ACCOUNTS of Lord ALVERSTONE up to Thursday seemed 
to indicate steady improvement in his condition, hut we regret 
that on that day they were not so favourable. 


The Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 

FROM A notice which we print elsewhere it will be seen that 
New South Wales 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1942-1962) has 
been added to the investments authorized by the Trustee Act, 
1893, subject to the restrictions imposed by section 2 (2) of that 
Act. 


Corporations in the County Courts. 


THE SHoREDITCH County Court had recently to consider the 
interesting question whether the manager of the business of a 
registered joint-stock company could appear for the company 
in an action under section 72 ef the County Courts Act, 1888, 
or whether the company could only appear by a solicitor appointed 
under its common seal, Section 72 enacts that a party to an 
action or his solicitor or barrister, or, by leave of the judge, 
any person allowed to appear on his behalf, is at liberty to 
address the court. With regard to the High Court it is stated 
in Chitty’s Archbold, and in the Annual Practice, that 
a corporation aggregate can only appear by solicitor, and 
that the appearance of a compamy by its secretary, c., 
is refused at the Central Office. In days when the City of 
London is swarming with the offices of companies, one is 
disposed to inquire into the history of this rule, and we are 
referred to a passage in Coke Littleton’s (p. 664), which informs 
us that a corporation aggregate cannot appear in person, 
“for albeit the bodies natural, whereof the body politic 
consists, may be seen, yet the body politic or corporate itself 
cannot be seen, nor do any act but by attorney.” Anillustration 
of this doctrine is to be found in Reg. v. Birmingham and Gloucester 
Railway (9 C. & P. 469), a case tried before Parke, B., in 
1840, in which that very learned judge, after saying that there 
were instances of corporations aggregate being indicted for non- 
repair of bridges and roads ratione tenurae, observed that the only 
difficulty was as to how these corporations were to appear. If the 
indictment were in the Court of Queen’s Bench, they could appear 
by ettorney, but the question was whether they could appear by 
attorney at the assizes. And Parkk, B., could think of no 
other solution of this difficulty than the removal of the indict- 
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ment to the Queen’s Bench. The sayings of these eminent law- 
yers would find little sympathy among the merchants and 
traders of the present day. They would be unwilling to believe 
that the Legislature intended to exclude incorporated companies 
from one of the most important privileges of the County Court 
Acts. The question raised in the particular case was left 
undecided, for a solicitor ultimately attended on behalf of the 
company, and the matter may possibly be settled by an amend- 
ment of the section. 


The Right to Use One’s Name. 

“ ALL THE Queen's subjects,” said Knicut Bruce, L.J., in 
Burgess v. Burgess (3 D. M. and G. 896), “ have a right, if they 
will, to manufacture pickles and sauces, and not the less that 
their fathers have done so before them. All the Queen’s subjects 
have the right to sell their articles in their own names, and not 
the less so that oy | bear the same name as their fathers ;” and 


he added that the defendant in that case had done nothing else. | 


But it would, of course, have been different had he gone further 
than the use of his own name and passed off his sauce as that 
of another. Inthe recent case of John Brins:ncad & Sons (Limited) 
v. Stanley Brinsmead (Times, 31st ult.), the same question arose 
before WARRINGTON, J., as regards pianos, and with the same 
result. There was, in his opinion, no evidence on which to base 
a charge of passing off, and the defendant, who had not 
endeavoured to conceal the distinction between his own name and 
that of the plaintiff company, was not debarred frozn using it 
merely on account of the celebrity of his father as a piano 
manufacturer. The case seems, indeed, to fall exactly within 
Burgess v. Burgess, but it is interesting to note that 
WARRINGTON, J., expressly recognized that the defendant might 
look for some advantage in the use of his surname without 
thereby laying himself open to the charge of dishonesty. A man 
may legitimately get credit by attaching his family name to 
articles of his own manufacture. It gives him a footing in the 
aristocracy of trade. But that is as far as he may go. His 
goods must not be represented to be the manufacture of those 
who carry on his father’s business, and they must stand or fall on 
their merits. 


The Trade Union Bill. 

Tae Trade Union Bili has not been materially altered in its 
passage through the House of Commons, and last week it was 
read a third time without a division. In moving the second 
reading in the House of Lords on Wednesday, the Lord Chancellor 
described it as embodying, with the consent of both parties, a 
fair settlement of a difficult question. Its main purpose, of 
course, is to deal with the position created hy the Oslorne Case— 
Amalgamated Society of Railway Servants v. Osborne (1910, A. C. 
87)—and to define the conditions under which trade unions can 
engage in political work. But the first two clauses contain 
general provisions as to their powers and status. Clause 1 
provides, by sub-section 1, that “the fact that a combination 
has, under its constitution, objects or powers other than statutory 
objects within the meaning of this Act shall not prevent the 
combination being a trade union for the purposes of the Trade 
Union Acts, 1871 to 1906, so long as the combination is a trade 
union as detined by this Act, and, subject to the provisions of 
this Act as to the furtherance of political objects, any such 
trade union shall have power to apply the funds of the union for 
any lawful objects or purposes for the time being authorised 
under its constitution.” ‘Statutory objects” are then defined 
by sub-section 2 as the objects mentioned in section 16 of 
the Trade Union Act Amendment Act, 1876, namely, the 
regulation of the relations between workmen and masters, or 
between workmen and workmen, or between masters and 
masters, or the imposing of restrictive conditions on the conduct 
of any trade or business, and also the provision of benefits to 
members. Clause 2 defines “trade union” as meaning, for the 
purpose of the Trade Union Acts, 1871 to 1906, and of the Bill, 
“any combination, whether temporary or permanent, the 
principal objects of which are under its constitution statutory 


objects: Provided that any combination which is for the time | 


being registered as a trade union shall be deemed to be a trade 


registered.” Thus a society, in order to obtain the benefit of the 
statutes, must have the statutory objects as its principal objects, 
but it is not necessarily confined to these, and whether it is 
| entitled to be registered as a trade union is a matter for the 
| Registrar of Friendly Societies to consider. Under the con- 
cluding sub-section of clause 2 his certificate is conclusive for all 
purposes so long as it remains in force. 


The Political Objects of Trade Unions. 


THE FIRST two clauses of the Trade Unions Bill will remove 
difficulties in the construction and application of the law applic- 
‘able to trade unions, but its chief interest lies in the later 
| clauses. Clause 3 provides by sub-section 1 that “the funds of 
| a trade union shall not be applied, either directly or in conjunc- 

tion with any other trade union, association, or body, or other- 
wise indirectly, in the furtherance of the political objects to 
which this section applies (without prejudice to the furtherance 
of any other political objects), unless the furtherance of those 
objects has been approved as an object of the union by a 
' resolution for the time being in force passed on a ballot of the 
'members of the union taken in accordance with this Act for the 
purpose by a majority of the members voting” ; and where such 
a resolution is in force, unless certain rules subsequently specified 
are in force. ‘The political objects to which the section applies 
are the expenditure of money on candidatures for Parliament or 
any public office, on the maintenance of any person who is a 
Member of Parliament or holds any public office, on regis:ration 
work, and on the holding of political meetings and the distribu. 
tion of political literature. Thus, the furtherance of other 
political objects is not struck at by the Act, but in order that 
'the trade union funds can be expended on the above 
objects there must be first a resolution passed by ballot 
and then rules securing the rights of the dissentients. These 
| must provide for the establishment of a separate political fund, 
out of which alone payments for the specified political objects 
may be made, and for the exemption of dissentient members 
| from liability to contribute to this fund. But a member object- 
ing to contribute is not, on that ground, to be excluded from the 
| benefits of the union, or placed in any respect, either directly or 
indirectly, under any disadvantage, nor may contribution to the 
‘fund be made a condition of admission to the union. The fast 
of a member being a dissentient member cannot, of course, be 
concealed, and dissentients in trade unions as elsewhere must 
have the courage of their opinions. But since there must be this 
publicity, the provision in the Bill that the registrar shall not 
approve the rules under which a ballot is taken, unless he is 
satisfied that the secrecy of the ballot is properly secured, seems 
to have nq great efficacy. 





The Marriage of Whites and Negroes in the 
United States. 


By THE Fourteenth Amendment of the Federal Constitution 
of the United States the citizenship of the Republic is conferred 
on all native negroes, and by the Fifteenth Amendment it is 
provided that the right of such citizens to vote shall not be 


|abridged by any State on account of race colour or previous 


condition of servitude. But the law can do nothing to overcome 
the social separation between the races in school, in church, 
and in public conveyances and hotels, founded upon a fear that 
any disregard of such exclusiveness may be a step towards 
intermarriage. The legislation of many Southern States 
has prohibited intermarriage between a white person and 
“a person who has one-eighth or more of African blood ” ; and 
we now read that representative RoDENBERRY, of Georgia, has 
introduced in the House of Representatives a Bill to amend the 
constitution by enacting that marriage between a Caucasian and 
any person of African descent, or having any trace of negro 
blood, “shall be for ever prohibited.” The immediate cause of 
this action on the part of Mr. RoDENBERRY was, no doubt, the 
marriage of a well-known negro pugilist with a white woman, and 
the fact that in Boston, Chicago, and other large cities, negroes 
have from time to time married white women. This antipathy 
to the marriage of whites with persons of African descent 13 


union as defined by this Act so long as it continues to be so | apparently strengthened by the social traditions of the Southern 
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States, and is connected with the institution of slavery. But the 
larger proportion of the population of Spanish America is of pure 
or mixed Indian descent, and it would be difficult in many cases 
to exclude this proportion from the operation of the proposed 
enactment. Laws, as is well known, prohibit the marriage of 
members of European royal families with persons who are not 
of royal blood ; but they are opposed to popular sentiment and 
infringements are numerous. A leading feature of the caste system 
in India is the prohibition of mixed marriages, but this pro- 
hibition is maintained with little assistance from penal legis- | 
lation. 





| 
| 


Compensation for Injury to Foreigners by Civil 
War. 


THE REVENUE of a Mexican railway company having been 
seriously affected by political disturbances in Mexico, the directors 
of the company have issued a circular to their shareholders, in | 
which they refer to the enormous damage done to their property 
by bands of desperadoes, and conclude by a statement that 
application has been made to the Mexican Government to make | 
good the pecuniary loss which has been sustained. This claim 
is discussed by one of the leading financial periodicals, and the 
opinion is expressed that it is founded in reason and justice. 
We express no opinion as to whether the Mexican Government 
would be well advised in accepting responsibility for the loss to 
the company. It may be argued with much force that any such 
outlay on the part of a State would, in the long run, be indirectly 
remunerative, as tending to raise its credit and to attract capital 
from abroad. But the leading text-books on international law, 
in discussing the liability of a nation for the prevention of acts 
injurious to foreigners, affirm positively that, when a government | 
is temporarily unable to control the acts of private persons 
within its dominions owing to insurrection or civil commotion, it 
is not responsible for injury which may be recejved by foreign 
subjects in theic persons or property in the course of the struggle, 
either through the measures which it may be obliged to take 
for the recovery of its authority, or through acts done by the) 
part of the population which has broken loose from control. | 
When strangers enter a State they must be prepared for the 
risks of intestine war, because the occurrence is one over which, | 
from the nature of the case, the Government can have no) 
control ; and they cannot demand compensation for losses or | 
injuries received, both becaiise—unless it can be shewn that a| 
State is not reasonably well ordered—it is not bound to do more | 
for foreigners than for its own subjects, and no Government | 
compensates its subjects for losses or injuries suffered ia the| 
course of civil commotions, and because the highest interests of | 
the State itself are too deeply involved in the avoidance of such | 
commotions to allow the supposition to be entertained that they | 
have been caused by carelessness on its part which would affect | 
it with responsibility towards a foreign State. 





| 
| 
Mortgagee’s Right to Possession. 


As A RULE, a mortgagee is not anxious to exercise his right of | 
taking possession of the mortgaged premises, the position of a| 
mortgagee in possession being attended with considerable liability. 
But where possession becomes necessary, the question arises how | 
he is to enforce his right. He can take possession by peaceable | 
entry without any notice or demand, but he cannot take forcible 
possession or forcibly eject the mortgagor, though it was held, in 
one rather curious case, that he may break open the outer door of 
a house in the absence of the mortgagor : see Laws v, Telford (1 App. | 
Ca. 414). He can also, of course, bring an ordinary action for | 
recovery of land, but this is a long and tedious process, and one 
would naturally expect to find some shorter and more expeditious | 
method of enforcing an undisputed right. It might seem, at | 
first sight, that such a remedy is to be found in a specially | 
endorsed writ under R. S. C. ord. 3, r. 6, which applies to| 
actions for recovery of land by a Jandlord against a tenant whose | 
term has expired or been determined ; but though it has been | 
said that a mortgagor is a tenant of some sort, either at will or | 
on sufferance, yet this is only by way of analogy, and in| 
Copestake v. Hoper (1908, 2 Ch. 10), he was described as| 
haying no more than a precarious kind of possessory enjoy- | 


ment. If, however, he could be regarded as a tenant, he 
would seem to come within the rule. But this view has 
not been taken by the judges, who have held that a mort- 
gagee can only sue on a specially indorsed writ for possession, 
where there is an attornment clause in the mortgage deed: see 
Daubuz v. Lavington (13 Q. B, D. 347) ; Hall v. Comfort (18 Q. B. D. 
11), There remains the question whether the mortgagee can 
obtain summary possession under ord. 55, r. 5a. It has been held, 
in an Irish case (Bank of Ireland v. Slattery, 1911, 1 Ir. R. 33), 
that he can. At least, it has been held that the words 
“delivery of possession by the mortgagor ” are not to be read as 
merely ancillary to a sale ordered by the court, and that the 
court will, in a proper case, make an order for delivery of 
possession of the mortgaged premises by the mortgagor to the 
mortgagee apart from any proceedings for a sale. This seems a 
clear authority on the point. But on a summons for possession 
only, which came before STIRLING, J., in the unreported case of 
Hill v. Stephens, cited in the Annual Practice (1913, p. 974), the 
learned judge held that an originating summons under ord. 55, 
r. 5a, was only in substitution for the action previously necessary, 
and that the rule could not be construed aa giving a remedy 
which did not exist under the old practice. Hence, it cannot be 
assumed that the view taken in Ireland would prevail here. And 
there is, it would seem, no summary process by which a mortgagee, 
as such, can enforce his right to possession. This is a result 
which might well be altered by amendment of the rules. It 
is surely an anomaly that the mortgagee’s effective right 
should depend upon the fortuitous insertion of an almost 
obsolete clause. 


The Ejusdem Generis Ruie. 

AN INTERESTING divergence of judicial opinion as to the 
application of the rule of construction known as the ejusdem generis 
rule occurred in Bolam v. Al/yood (Times, 19th ult.), the point at 
issue being whether tithe rent-charge was included in the words, 
“ ecclesiastical dues, offerings, and emoluments.” By section 26 of 
the Pluralities Act, 1838, provision is made for the separation of 
benefices, and schemes can be made under the section ‘in 
respect to ecclesiastical jurisdiction, glebe land, tithes, and rent- 
charges, and other ecclesiastical dues, rates, and payments.” In 
1909 it was proposed to transfer two townships, which formed 
part of the parish of Eglingham, in Northumberland, to the 
parish of Ingram, and a scheme was made under the statute 
by which “the fees for marriages, churchings and burials, and 
other ecclesiastical dues, offerings and emoluments arising from” 
the two townships were thenceforth to belong to the incumbent 
ofIngram. Having regard to the language of the statute, and to 
the fact that the scheme was made under it, it is natural to treat 
tithe rent-charge as an ecclesiastical due. It is there treated as an 
item in a general class described as “ecclesiastical dues, rates and 
payments.” But the terms of the scheme must primarily be con- 
strued according to the scheme, and the words “other ecclesiastical 
dues, offerings and emoluments” were open to the remark that 
they followed “fees for marriages, churchings and burials,” and 
were to be construed ejusdem generis, But primé facie general 
words are to be taken in their ordinary meaning, and will receive 
the extensive construction which such ordinary meaning requires ; 
that is, primé facie, the ejusdem generis rule does not apply. That 
rule only comes in when “the particular things named have some 
common characteristic which constitutes them a genus, and the 
general words can be properly regarded as in the nature of a sweep- 
ing clause designed to guard against accidental omissions.” The 
general words are then restricted to the genus thus indicated : see 
Laws of England, vol. X., p. 469; Lambourn v. McLellan (1903, 
2 Ch. 268). In the present case “ fees for marriages, churchings, 
and burials” indicate a particular class of ecclesiastical dues, and 
to that extent the foundation for the rule is laid ; but there seems to 
be no indication that the general words were meant merely to cover 
accidental omissions, and Lusu, J., considered that tithe rent- 
charge, which, when payable to the incumbent, is clearly an 
ecclesiastical due, was included. RupLey, J., however, agreed 
with the county court judge in applying the ¢jusdem generis rule, 
so that tithe rent-charge wasexcluded. Hence, Luss, J., with- 
drew his dissentient, but probably correct, judgment. 
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Compensation for Negligence causing Death 
of Associate of Plaintiffs. 

A CURIOUS case as to the damages from a fatal accident has 
just been determined by the Ninth Chamber of the Tribunal of 
the Seine. A motor-car belonging to the Comte pE& FELs, and 
driven by his chauffeur, was passing along the Rue Saint- 
Honoré, when it struck and killed an elderly woman named 
JOANNY. Madame JOANNY had, for some years, lived with 
M. Corsitres and his wife, who were staymakers. She had 
always assisted them in their business, but was not entitled to 
any remuneration, and had, in fact, received nothing from them. 
They claimed compensation from the Comte DE FELS, on the 
ground that they had been injuriously affected by the death of 
Madame JOANNY, caused by the fault of the driver. The Court 
of First Instance having given judgment for the defendant, the 
plaintiffs appealed to the Ninth Chamber, and contended that 
the mere fact of their association with Madame JOANNY, an 
association which had been brought to.an end by her death, 
gave them a cause of action. The court accepted this view of 
the law, and allowed the appeal, awarding the plaintiffs as 
damages 6,000 francs. This decision would seem to have been 
founded on general principles, and a similar question could not 
have arisen in this country, where the right to compensation for 
neglect or default causing death is limited by the Fatal Accidents 
Act, 1846. We are, however, disposed to think that a claim to 
compensation arising from mere association would be considered 
too remote by the English courts. 


Chinese Immigrants. 

CHINESE IMMIGRANTS have for some years been the subject 
of legislation in Australia and California, but it is only of recent 
years that they have turned their steps towards this country. A 
Chinese subject was recently convicted before the magistrate for 
North London of acting as a pedlar without a certificate, and a 
police inspector informed the magistrate that there were some 
twenty Chinamen about London selling, without pedlars’ 
certificates, ornaments made of soapstone. None of them could 
speak English, and there was a polico regulation disallowing such 
certificates to applicants who could not speak English. It will 
be a question of much interest whether this immigration shews 
signs of increasing to the extent which has prevailed in other 
English-speaking communities. 








Rights of Support for Railways. 


THE decision of the House of Lords in Howley Park Coal and 
Cannel Co. v. London and North Western Railway Co. (1913, 
A. C. 11) will have a very far reaching effect, as it touches the 
interests of a great number of companies, Corporations and 
individual mineral lessees and owners. It concerns all com- 
panies and persons interested in minerals lying under or near a 
railway. Epigrammatically, the House of Lords has decided 
that the mining code of the Railway Clauses Acts is merely a 
code of rights quoad “the prescribed distance.” It is not, as 
has hitherto been sometimes believed, a complete code regulating 
all the rights of the railway company on the one hand, and the 
mineral owner on the other. It is much easier, however, as 
a learned law lord once observed, to put a proposition of law in 
a nutshell than to keep it there. Having placed in a nutshell the 
Soon of law which the House of Lords has now estab- 
ished, it is proposed to take it out again for examination at large 
so as to explain the significance of the recent decision. For 
this purpose it is necessary to commence at the beginning. 
The question is one of the right of support. Now rights .of 
support are either rights (a) ex naturae or (b) easements. We are 
not concerned with the easements of support, though in passing 
we may observe that easements of support are rights adding to or 
subtracting from the rights of support which exist ex naturac. 
As an example of an easement of support in addition to the right 
ex naturae we may take the case of a newly-built house erected 
near the boundary of the owner's land. In such a case the 
adjoining owner may dig a pit in his land and deprive the house 
of stability. The mischief is damnum sine injuria, because there is 


no natural right of support for land weighted by buildings : see 

Wyatt v. Harrison (1832, 3 B & Ad. 871). But when the first 
| owner’s house has stood for twenty years enjoying support from 
| the second owner’s land, the first acquires an easement of support 

which the second owner would disturb at his peril: Dalton y, 
Angus (1881, 6 A.C, 740). As an instance of an easement 
subtracting from a right of support ex nuturae, we may take 
| the case of a mineral owner who has sold the surface, 
and reserved to himself the minerals underneath with the right 
of letting down the surface. This latter right is an easement 
(Rowbotham v. Wilscn, 1860, 8 H. L. C. 360), for without it he 
| would be obliged to observe his purchaser's right ex naturve to 
enjoy the surface undisturbed by the withdrawal of subterranean 
support. The mineral owner’s right or easement of letting 
down the surface derogates or subtracts from the right enjoyed 
by the surface owner ex jure naturae. The right of support 
which we have to consider is the natural right of support which 
/one owner enjoys because of the physical dependence of his 
|property on the property of another. As Lord SELborne 
| pointed out in Dalton v. Angus (supra, at p. 791), in its natural 
| state one part of land receives support from another, the upper 
| from the lower strata, and the soil from the adjacent soil. The 
support thus given is natural, and essential for the enjoyment of 
property. Where land becomes severed in point of title, 
this incident continues as regards the severed portions. 
Thus, where the surface has been severed from the 
underlying strata, the owner of the latter must abstain 
from interfering with the support swhich by nature these 
strata afford to the surface. Again, where land derives support 
from adjoining property, the owner of that adjoining property 
must abstain from interfering with that support. The support 
in the first case is said to be vertical, and in the second lateral ; 
but although there are many dicta which appear to dwell upon 
this distinction .of terms, there is no real distinction in law 
between lateral and vertical support. 

The so-called mining code is contained in sections 77 to 85 
inclusive of the Railway Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. 
Briefly epitomized these sections provide as follows —The 
railway company, in purchasing land for the railway, does not 
obtain the minerals or underlying strats unless expressly 
purchased. If not so purchased, the owner retains the under- 
lying property, but for a prescribed distance (forty yards, where 
the special Act is silent on the point) from the railway works 
the underlying property remains subject to this—that the owner 
must notify the company before he makes use of his property 
within the prescribed distance. If the company is willing to 
compensate him for abstaining from his intention of using 
his property by working the minerals, and if the 
statutory formalities are observed, the owner is thenceforth 
debarred from working his minerals within the prescribed 





distance. On the other hand, if the company does not choose 
to take advantage of the privileges thus afforded it by statute, 
the owner is free to do as he pleases with his subterranean 

property within the prescribed distance. 
The object of these sections is to exempt the company from 
incurring the expense of purchasing the minerals within the 
prescribed area before it is known whether they will be worked, 
and to insure compensation to the mineral owner should he be 
yrevented from working the minerals when he desires to do so. 
‘he railway company at first acquires the surface only. At 
commen law the acquisition of the surface from a common owner 
of the surface and the underlying subterranean mass, gives to 
the surface owner, as we have seen, the right of support as an 
incident of his ownership of the surface. But a railway company 
does not obtain this incident of surface ownership, inasmuch as 
the Legislature bas provided in these sections a statutory Code 
of rights to regulate cases of statutory purchases by statutory 
bodies with statutory powers for statutory purposes: (reat 
Western Railway Co. v. Bennett (1867, L. R. 2 H.L, 27). “It 
was obviously the intention of the Legislature,” said Lord 
CRANWORTH, in that case (at p. 40), “to create a new code as 
to the relation between mine owners and railway companies. 
. The object was to get rid of all the ordinary law on the 





subject.” “I think when these clauses are examined,” said 
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Rigby, L.J., in Re Lord Gerard v. London and North West | R : 
Railway Co, (1895, 1 Q. B. 459, at p. 471), “it will be seen that eviews. 
i be 5 i : 
they are intended to e substituted for the common law and to form Books of the Week. 
acomplete code on the subject.” ‘There are numerous other dicta . ; to ; A 
to the same effect to which it is unnecessary to refer. The courts, | p ee Mag ‘ited : I pe 7 Pane: | - ——— a ~ 
regarding the mining code in th‘s light, have held that a vendor Sons (Limited). An. Hoy y ot eae as ea ot ee ee 
to a railway company, who has notified his intention of working Text-Bo k i Wi , il gi Wits Ral Bal 
minerals within the prescribed area, may work those minerals if Oct « , ee pace ga (Limited) ar oe: aD, 
‘ | . ar 2. evens & Sons (lL “). s. 
the company does not make compensation, and that he would | “°°? > . ; an ; 
not be liable for the damage caused to the railway by the | sia at . a a rag cael oi the 
surface sinking as a result of his workings: Ruabon Brick and | .\Orsmens Vompensation Acts. Ztiso \ases ee Sere 
Terra Cotta Co. v (treat Western Rail (o, (189% at including those under the National Insurance Act (exclusive of 
Terra LOLA UO. V rrea estern Lailiway 10. (18% 3, 1 Ch. 427. at Marine Insurance), Edited by Wirttram E. Gorpon, M.A., Barrister- 
p. 454); Re Lord Gerar:! v. London and North Western ftailway Co. | at-Law. 1913. Part I. Stevens & Sons (Limited); Sweet & 
(sipra) at pp. 466, 467; Great Western Railway Co. v. Beanett | Maxwell (Limited). Subscription for 1913, 12s. 6d. 
(supra). ; ; | Accounts.—“The Accountant’s Library.” Volume XXVI. 
Now it will be observed that the preservation of minerals | Depreciation Reserves and Reserve Funds. By Lawrence C, 
and other subterranean magses within the prescribed area must | Dickser, M.Com. F.C.A. Third Edition. Gee & Co. (Limited). 
necessarily afford a very substantial support for railways. | 3s. 6d. 
Indeed, the subterranean masses other than the minerals may be} The Law in Verse.—Legal Levities and Brevities. Being 
sufficient, and sometimes a railway company, served with notice | Cases in Rhyme and other Eccentricities for Law Students and 
to compensate a mineral owner who is about to work minerals | Uthers. Ry CHOLMONDELEY hs ome Xs 7. a. ne 
within the pre:cribed area, has not availed itself of its statutory | tions by W. H. Toy. Cambridge Limi ‘a i. Ps: gun amited) ; 
: Gare tien off tent tne vette otsienne of i * | London: Simpkin, Marshall & Co, (Limited), 3s. 6d. net. 
powers to buy him off, but has relied on the sufficiency of the sup | The C od Cate, oft tts ial 
port afforded by these masses or strata. But mining operations| _CO™Mmercial Law.—The Commercial Laws of the World. 
i | Volume IIL. : South America, Venezuela, Equador. Volume V.: 
are now carried on on a much larger scale than was the case when | a eae 8 $a-asas iweet & Maxwell (Limited). Eact 
rot I MP, : | Peru, Bolivia. British Edition. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). Each, 
the Railway Clauses Act of 1845 was passed, and mines are sunk | (5 5? nar 
to much greater depth than was formerly the case. Moreover,|~ ~~" 
mineral areas are more honey-combed than they used to be. 











These facts have noces:arily tended towards depriving the strata Correspondence. 
underlying the prescribed area of their sufficiency as a supporting 
medium, and even towards necessitating support for the railway Books and the Client. 


from strata beyond the area. The result follows that the question 
of the rights of the railway company and the mineral owner, as 
regards minerals and subterranean masses lying : reat depth 
i ? : ~ wa ed z fot * lying nh & ayy ses [If every solicitor were the possessor of an exact and encyclopedic 
near to, but outside the prescribed area, becomes important, and of thi ote that he could exeress ae eccurete 
‘th yay lege a ti} yee asin toatl knowledge of things legal, so that he cou xpress an ¢ ' 
16 has sometimes been assumé yt houg without any justification opinion on every conceivable question submitted to him, then I agree 
from the statute, that its provisions extended beyond the area. that reference to his books in the presence of his client would be 
This view was put forward in the recent case of Howley Park unnecessary. ae : ba ey 
Coal Co. v. London and North Western Railway (supra). The Although the public ay Anan nage om hee in a solicitor, it is, 
appellants were lessees of certain seams of coal lying under and | of course, impossible for this to be acquired. 

. . 1h CAS r specialize 8 WOrk, al SO 10Dg as 
near the respondents’ tunnel. On two separate cccasions notices of A solicitor must of necessity spe ialize = 7 the k, a id - ng - 
. . ones a ; he is consulted upon matters which come within the scope of his pe 
intention to work minerals under the tunnel had been given, and line. well and good. He may on these matters be able to give a 
compensation paid for abstaining from such works. The compen- a Regt, 2 01. opinion without reference to his text-books. 
sation was paid on both these occasions for leaving coal unworked | j3u¢ what if, say, a criminal lawyer is suddenly confronted by a client 
outside the prescribed area. A notice was subsequently served | asking for advice on an abstruse equity point? In this case 

. ° ° ©o ‘ - ‘ . _P 7 > r,s , ; 
by the appellants of their intention to work part of another negara Mr. Gane would say, “Whether you wai anything 
seam outside the prescribed area, and below the other coal left | about the point or not, tell the client something, and take the chances 
unworked in pursuance of the compensation arrangement. The | that your advice is sound. At all costs create the impression that 

dent p es ] f seat P h seoaes t " tice, | You know what you are talking about.” This may be all very well, 
respondents then, instead 0 Serving the statutory counter-notice, but I submit that in a case of this kind it would be far better either 
claimed the common law right of support from minerals lying to look the point up in the presence of your client or inform him 
outside the prescribed area. This claim the House of Lords that, as the question is an unusual and technical one, you are not in 
upheld, affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal (1911, 2 | 9 position to give him the opinion sought for until you bove < an 
Ch. 97), and, indeed, no other result was possible. The Lord | opportunity of referring to the authorities. Would it - * “1 
Chancellor (Lord HALDANE), after expressing the view that the | to do this than, just for the sake of appearing omniscient, run the 
sections comprising the mining code do not relate to minerals | risk of giving an erroneous opinion, —" aed te paren i 
; ; 5 ; ‘our advice was not sound? To be obliged to communicate 
outside the prescribed area so far as support is concerned, | YoUt advice was not sound? i inform him that the opinion 
iti : >! afterwards with your client and inform him tha I 
referred to the proposition of law that the natural right of originally expressed was incorrect, would I submit do more to shake 
support was an incident of ownership. It was one of the few | pi, confidence in you as a Solicitor, than admitting to him at the 
propositions, his lordship said, which all or nearly all of the | outset that the point must be looked up before his questions can be 
learned judges who took part in the decision of the great case of | replied to with any degree of certainty. CAESAROMAGUS. 
Dalton vy. Angus (supra) were agreed upon. “To take away| Feb. 3. 
such a natural right of property,” he continued (1913, A. C. p. 25), 


“you must look for something more than a ——e — CAS ES O F Zi H E WEEK. 


on the part of the framers of any statute . . . 


[To the Editor.of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—I cannot agree with the views expressed by Mr. Gane. 








beginning to the end of the group ofsections . . . I canfind 
5 5 ° ° 
no such indication of intention.” It follows that within the pre- House of Lords. 
scribed area railway and ether companies must protect their) . LIVERPOOL CORPORATION v. CHORLEY UNION. 
works by purchasing the minerals when necessary ; outside the 21st and 22nd Nov. ; 3rd Feb. 


area they can rely on their common law right to prevent the | poo. Rare—RareasLe OccupaTIoN—GATHERING GROUND FoR ResER- 


minerals being worked so as to prejudice their right to support. VOIRS—ACQUISITION TO PREVENT POLLUTION OF W ATER—ACTS OF 
OccuPATION BY OWNER—CONTROL—BENEFICIAL OCCUPATION. 








area of land adjoining that on which 
erected, which formed the gathering 

their waterworks. T'o obviate all chance of 
hered, they closed the farms and allowed the 


The business of Marlborough-street Poljce Court will, from the 17th Zz. corporation acquire d a large 
of February, be transacted during the rebuilding of the court in a| their reservoirs and works were 
building in Francis-street, Tottenham Court-road. The court will, on | ground or water trap for 
ité removal, continue to be called the Marlborough-street Police Court. 
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land to be untenanted. A small part of the newly-acquired land they 
utilised as plantations and nurseries for young growing timber, and let 
the shooting rights over the remainder as a grouse moor for £300 a 
ear for a term of years, the lessee being separately rated in respect of 
Xie shooting rights. 

Held, that the corporation had such reservation and use of the 
gathering ground as a whole as to re nder them, as beneficial owners, 
liable to be assessed to poor rate in respect not merely of the planta- 
tions and nurseries, but of the whole area. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (56 Soxicrrors’ JournaL, 187; 1912, 
1 K. B. 270) affirmed. 

The corporation appealed to the quarter sessions against that part 
of the assessment which referred to land they had acquired for the 
purposes of a gathering ground for their Rivington Waterworks, which 
was not utilised as plantations. The quarter sessions allowed the 
appeal, subject to the opinion of the High Court on a case stated. 
Both the Divisional Court and the Court of Appeal held that the 
corporation were liable. The corporation then appealed to their lord 
ship’s House. At the close of the appellants’ case judgment was 
reserved. 

Lord Harpane, C., said he had had an opportunity of reading the 
judgment which Lord Atkinson was about to deliver. It was the 
judgment of the House, and he entirely agreed with it, as did the 
Earl of Hatsspury and Lord SHaw. 

Lord ATKINSON then read the judgment, in the course of which he 
said that the appellants had availed themselves for several years of 
the supply of water, which, owing to the configuration of this tract 
of land, caused the rain water which fell upon it to flow towards 
their reservoirs in natural channels. In order to get more absolute 
control over this catchment area, and thereby enable them the more 
effectually to protect from pollution the water gathered in it and thus 
render that water better, purer, and presumably more valuable, they 
purchased in 1898, at a very considerable cost, the whole tract, and 
used the land so acquired for certain purposes, and also let the sport 
ing rights. The appellants said that, notwithstanding the fact they 
had let the sporting rights to a tenant at £300 a year for a term of 
years, they were not liable to be rated as being in beneficial occupa 
tion of it. He thought that none of the cases dealing with vacant 
houses were applicable to such property as a moor, which, through the 
operations of nature, unaided by man, produced each year products 
such as grass, heath, and bracken, useful and valuable to man, and 
in this case reared and harboured game in addition, thus differing 
in almost every respect from a vacant house, which produced nothing 
and was used for no purpose whatever. Mr. Balfour Browne, in 
support of the appellants’ contention, had urged that occupation in 
cluded possession, plus use. He admitted, however, that if the 
appellants had built an embankment across the mouth of a valley on 
this moorland and flooded the valley, thereby turning it into a reser- 
voir to supply their lower works, they would properly have been held 
to be in beneficial occupation of the lands upon which the water rested 
in the valley. He (Lord Atkinson) was quite unable to discover any 
principle upon which these lands could be distinguished on this point 
from those upon which the rain water fell and over which it ran ‘on 
its way to its resting place. The lands of each kind all helped to 
the same end, namely, to feed the appellants’ works with a supply of 
pure and unpolluted water for their commercial gain. Accepting then 
for a moment Mr. Balfour Browne’s definition he was clearly of 
opinion that each of the uses to which the appellants devoted this 
moorland, the commercial use of collecting for them water which thev 
in their business vended, as well also as its use as a game preserve of 
the kind described, and certainly those two vees combined. were suffi 
cient to turn the appellants’ admitted possession of the moor into their 
beneficial occupation of it, so as to render them rateable in respect 
of it. For these reasons he thought the Court of Appeal was right, 
and the appeal should be dismissed with costs.—Counsen, for the 
appellants, Balfour Browne, K.C., Macmorran, K.C., and Oulton: 
for the respondents, Danckwerts, K.C., Walter Ryde, K.C.. and 
Gordon Hewart. Soricrrors, F. Venn & Co., for EB. R. Pickmere 
Town Clerk ; Crowders, Vizard, Oldham, & Co., for Stanton & oun 
Chorley. 


[Reported by Ensxrtne Rarp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


SHIPP vy. FRODINGHAM IRON AND STEEL CO. (LIM,). 
No. 1. 13th-20th Jan. 

WorkMEN’s Compensation ACtT—AvVERAGE WeekLy EARNINGS SPECIAL 
EXxpenses—Payment or Gana By Division or a Lump Sum 
Scuepute I, 2 (p). 

Where a miner was a member of a gang who were paid hy receiving 
at the end of the week an aliquot share, according to the ‘number of 
hours worked by each, of a total sum calculated upon a percentage 
basis, according to the tonnage raised, subject to a deduction before 
division of the cost of the blasting powder used by the gang in the 
week, and supplied by the employers at cost price. , 

Held, that in assessing compensation for injury the “ ave rage 
weekly earnings"’ were not ascertained until after ‘the deduction of 
the cost of the powder, and that the latter was not included under 
** apecial expenses "’ within Schedule 11. 2 (a). 


Appeal of the employers from an award of the county court judge 
at Brigg, Lincolnshire. It raised the question of the proper mode of 
calculating compensation in the case of ironstone miners employed and 
paid in gangs. The applicant was one of a gang of fifteen men, who 
were paid at the end of their week’s work by dividing among them 
pro rata according to the hours worked by each a sum calculated as 
follows :—For each ton of ironstone raised 63d., and for each yard of 
sand 24d., together with a bonus calculated on a percentage basis in 
each case. From the sum thus arrived at was deducted the cost price 
of the blasting powder used by the gang in obtaining the stone and 
sand. The balance was paid to the ganger, who divided it among the 
gang. The average weekly earnings of the applicant so ascertained 
were £1 6s. 2d., but the judge held that the cost of the powder ought 
not to be deducted for the purpose of assessing compensation, and that 
the earnings under the Act were £1 9s. 2d., the powder having cost 
3s. per head. At the conclusion of the arguments the court reserved 
judgment. 

Cozens Harpy, M.R., stated the facts, and said that the earnings 
of an individual member of the gang did not depend upon the amount 
f stone or sand actually raised by him, or on the amount of blasting 
powder actually consumed by him in his work. It was admitted that 
the average weekly sum received by Shipp was £1 6s. 2d., and that 
the average cost of blasting powder for the gang was 3s. a week. In 
those circumstances the learned county court judge had held that the 
average weekly earnings were £1 9s. 2d. and not £1 6s. 2d. The 
learned judge had addressed his mind to the question whether the case 
fell within Schedule I. (2) (d), and rightly held that the 3s. was not 
a sum paid to the workman within the meaning of the sub-section. 
He was. however, unable to agree with the conclusion at which he 
(the judge) had arrived, because he thought that there never was any 
contract by the employer to pay Shipp £1 9s. 2d. a week, or any 
other sum than his aliquot share of the net earnings of the gang, less 
the value of the powder used by the gang. The case was, in his Lord 
ship’s opinion, clearly distinguishable from the case of an individual 
workman, who is entitled to definite wages from whch the employer 
is by contract allowed to make a deduction. It was sufficient to say 


sary to consider the effect of the change of language in that Act, 
where for the first time the word ‘‘ remuneration ”’ was used. He did 
not wish to be considered as either assenting to or dissenting from the 
view expressed on this point by the Scottish court in McKie v. Stein 
& Co. (47 Scott. L. R. 39). The appeal would be allowed, with costs. 

Bucktey and Hamitton, L.J.J., delivered judgment tothe same 
effect. —Counset, Atkins, K.C., and Compston, K.C.; Scott-Fozx, K.C., 
ind Meeke. Sortcrrors, Arthur Burton, for Scatchard & Co., Leeds; 
H. G. Campion & Co. for A rthur Neal & Co., Sheffield. 


[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


PLUMB v. COBDEN FLOUR MILLS CO. (LIM.). No. 1. 
29th Jan. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act—Accrpent Arisinc Out oF Emptoy- 
ment—Acr Ovurtsipe Score or EMPLOYMENT—UNREASONABLE CONDUCT. 

A workman employed to perform certain work by manual labour 
devised a means of expediting the work and saving trouble, which in 
volved making an unauthorised use of motive power, and was accom- 
panied by considerable risk of injury. 

Held, that an accident which happened to him while so occupied did 
not arise out of, and in the course of, his employment. 


Appeal of gmployers from an award in favour of the applicant, made 
by the county court judge at Wrexham. The applicant was a foreman 
over a party of men engaged in stacking bundles of empty flour sacks 
in a room, through which there ran a shaft driven by an engine and 
onnected with machinery, both outside the room. The stack of sacks 
having reached a height which it became somewhat difficult to increase 
by throwing the bundles, which were heavy, up to the top, the appli 
ant threw a rope over the revolving shaft, gave it two or three turns, 
ind proceeded to uce it as a hoist for the bundles. He brought this 
device into action on the day previous to that of the accident, and used 
it successfully many times, but the next day a bundle of sacks became 
caught, and in endeavouring to release it, the applicant was seriously 
injured by the shaft. The county court judge found that the accident 
was caused by the use of an unwise and dangerous device adopted in 
the interests of the employers for the purpose of saving time and 
trouble, and that it arose out of, and in the course of, the employment. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the case was one of a class which 
raised a good deal of difficulty, but the facts were not really in dispute. 
The county court judge took the view that the act of the workman was 
an unwise and a dangerous thing to do, but, being in the intended 
interests of the employer, came within the Act. This was not a proper 
direction. Suppose a man employed to trap come rabbits, and, instead 
of trapping them, preferring to shoot them, that would not be within 
the scope of his employment. Here this man was employed to do work 
which had been successfully and properly done for years by manual 
labour, and it was altogether outside the scope of his employment to 
use the shaft. as a help to the performance of the work: Barnes v. 
Nunnery Colliery Co. (1912, A. C. 44), where it was the duty of the 
workman to get to his work, but no part of his duty to travel in the 
coal tubs in order to get there. He decided the case not eo much on 
the ground that the conduct of the applicant was unreasonable, as that 
what he was doing when the accident happened was quite outside the 





scope of his employment—a scope which he was not entitled to enlarge 





that when such a case arose under the Act of 1906 it might be neces-_ 
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There was no‘evidence to chew that the accident arose out of, and in 
the course of, his employment, and the appeal would be allowed with 
costs. 

Buckiey, L.J., who took the view that the conduct of the applicant 
was unreasonable—a different thing from doing an act in a forbidden, 
though reasonable way, which would amount to “serious and wilful 
misconduct,’’ and 

Hamitton, L.J., who observed that the applicant had made a wholly 
novel and amateur use of the shaft, delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—CounseL, Scott-Fox, K.C., and Chappell; H. C. Davenport and 
T. H. Parry, M.P. SOLICITORS, Pritchard & Engle held, for J. E. 
Glover, Liverpool; Hurford & Taylor, for J. B. Marston, Wrexham. 

[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
HOPKINSON v». RICHARDSON. Swinfen Eady, J. 23rd Jan. 


Partition AcTi6N—ReQuEst FoR SaLE—INFANT—SALE FOR BENEFIT OF 
InraNT—CONVERSION—ParTITION Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict., c. 40), 
s. 8—Partit1ion Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict., c. 17), s. 6—SeErTLep 
Estates Act, 1856 (19 & 20 Vicr., c. 120), s.s. 23, 24 anp 25. 


A fund in court to the account of a deceased infant, and representing 
his share of the proceeds of freehold land sold in a partition action, a 
proper request for sale having been made by the next friend, and an 
order for sale having been made on a certificate by the master that it 
would be for the benefit of such infant that the land should be sold, 
and everything having been done in accordance with the requirements 
of section 6 of the Partition Act, 1876 (39 and 40 Vict., c. 17), is still 
real estate, and descends to the infant’s heir-at-law, because the infant, 
being under disability, the equity to reconversion is preserved. 


The rule in Re Barker (1881, 17 Ch. D. 241) applied. 


This summons raised the question in a partition action of whether 
a fund in court to the account of a deceased infant plaintiff, and repre- 
senting his share of the proceeds of freehold land sold in a partition 
action ought to be treated as real or personal estate. The proper 
formalities had been complied with, and a request for sale under 
section 6 of the Fartition Act, 1876, had been made by his next friend, 
and the order for sale had been made on a certificate by the master 
that it would be for the benefit of such of the persons interested 
who were infants that the land should be sold. Counsel for the 
infant’s heir-at-law contended that this property wes still notion- 
ally realty. These infants were under disability ; they could not recon 
vert at any time in the same manner as a person sui juris could. 
Consequently, they were in precisely the same position as that occupied 
by the lunatic in the case of Re Barker (1881, 17 Ch. D. 241). Lord 
Justice James there laid down a general principle to be adopted in all 

se cases of dispute as to whether real’ property has been converted 
into personalty or not. Counsel for the next-of-kin contended that the 
order for sale, having been properly made, had iteelf operated to con- 
veit the property as from the date of the order. He relied on Burgess 
v. Booth (1908, 2 Ch. 648). 

SwInreN Eapy, J., after stating the facts, said: Apart from tle 
provisions of the Partition Act, 1868, section 8, an order for sale 
properly made converts the property from the date of the order: 
Hyett v. Mekin (1884, 25 Ch. D. 735) and Burgess v. Booth (ubi 
supra). But in sales under the Partition Acts there is an equity to 
reconversion under sections 23 to 25 of the Settled Estates Act, 1856 : 
Foster v. Foster (1875, 1 Ch. D. 588). 
was held to be real estate, but there was no request for sale, because 
the Partition Act, 1876, was not then in operation. Since the Partition 
Act, 1876, an infant can request a sale, but the court is not bound to 
comply with his request unless the sale will be for his benefit. In 
considering this point the court would have regard to the nature and 
condition of the property, and decide whether a partition or sale was 
more beneficial. The question whether the property should remain 
real estate to be converted into personal estate would not be taken 
into consideration. Although a sale is properly requested and ordered 
for the infant’s benefit, the purchase money is still liable to be 
re-invested in land, and the equity to reconversion remains. This is 


quite consistent with the fact that the actual sale is for the infant’s | 


benefit. No doubt in the case of a person absolutely entitled and sui 
juris, the order for sale works a conversion : 

4 : : ; 
2 Ch. 268). Such a person can reconvert at any time if so minded. 


A person under disability cannot do so, and, according to the broad | 
general principle stated in Re Barker (ubi supra), the equity to recon. | 


version is preserved, and the fund remains real estate. That is the 

case here, and this fund is real estate—Counsrt, Valbot Crossfield ; 

R. M. Pattisson. Soricrrors, Crossfield, Cushing, d: Wheldon. ; 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re MARKE WOOD. WODEHOUSE +. WOOD AND OTHERS. 
Neville, J. 13th and 14th Jan. 


Witt—ConstructTion—SeETtLEMENT By Witt—SeveRAL SETTLED Funps 
—RererENTIAL Trusts—Horcupot Ciavse—ComBINED OR SEPARATE. 


Where trusts are declared by reference, the same principles apply to | 


«will which apply to a settlement when it is a question of determining 
the effect of such a reference to a trust containing a hotchpot clause— 
namely, you d> not amalgamate the two hotchpot clauses unless there is 


In that case the infant’s share | 





Herbert v. Herbert (1912, | 


| and afterwards to B for life; 


| with her consent, it was paid to B for his life. 
| the income for the rest of her life. 


a clear indication of the testator’s intention that this is to be th: 
construction if by such amalgamation you alter the trusts of the first 
fund. 

Re Marquis of Bristol, 
Re Cavendish, Grosvenor 
39; 1912, 1 CA. 794 

This was a summons to determine what was the effect of a hotchpot 
clause where some of the trusts of a will were declared by reference. 
A testator gave three separate funds to the trustees, in trust 
for his three children respectively, two sons, W. P. Wood and C. M. 
Wood, and a daughter, with power to appoint a life interest to his 
or her wife or husband, and subject thereto in trust for such children 
or issue of the testator’s child, as he or she should by deed or will 
appoint, and in default of appointment for all his or her children who 
should attain twenty-one, or, being daughters, marry, in equal shares, 
with the usual hotchpot clause. ‘These trusts were set out in full in 
each case. In every case the fund given over, on failure of the 
trusts so set out, upon similar trusts in favour of the testator’s other 
children, their wives or husbands and issue, by reference to the trusts 
expressly declared of the fund, of which the child in question was the 
first tenant for life. Subject to these trusts in remainder, there was 
an alternate trust of each fund in favour of the testator’s child, who 
took the first life interest. A fourth fund was given upon precisely 
similar trusts for the testator’s son, W. P. Wood, and his issue, except 
that the first trust was not fully set out, but given by reference to 
the trusts declared of the first fund, of which W. P. Wood was tenant 
for life. In the events which happened, the Contessa de St. Elia, a 
granddaughter of the testator, had become entitled under an appoint- 
ment made by her father’s will, fo the whole of the fund of which 
her father, C. M. Wood, was the first tenant for life, and was 
entitled, under the trusts in remainder declared by reference, to a share 
in the fund of which W. P. Wocd wes first tenant for life, the firet 
trusts of which had failed by his death without issue. This summons 
was taken out by the legal personal representatives of the last surviv- 
ing trustee of the will, for the determination, among others, of the 
question whether the defendant, the Contessa, was entitled to take a 
share in the W. P. Wood fund in default of appointment, without 
bringing into hotchpot the C. M. Wood share, which she took under 
the appointment. It was contended that in the absence of an intention 
clearly ehewn in the will to make one hotchpot clause applicable to al 
the funds, the court would not blend two hotchpot clauses so as toa 
alter the trusts of the first fund, which were declared without reference 
to anything else. 

NEVILLE, J., after stating the facts, said: There is no general rule 
of construction that where a fund is settled by a will with a hotchpot 
clause, and then other funds are settled by reference to the trusts of 
the first, the will should be construed as creating one hotchpot clause 
applicable to all the funds. I am inclined to think that one’s decision 
should be guided in these cases by the consideration of whether, if you 
amalgamate two hotchpot clauses, you alter the trusts of the first fund, 
which were declared without reference to anything else. To my mind 
it is no more justifiable in the case of a will than in the case of a deed 
to do this where there is no indication of intention on the part of the 
testator that it should be done. I shall accordingly follow the views 
of Romer, J., in Re the Marquis of Bristol, Earl Grey v. Grey (1897, 
1 Ch. 946) and Parker, J., in Pe Cavendish, Grosvenor v. Butler (1912, 
56 Soricrrors’ Journat 399; 1912, 1 Ch. 794). I see no distinction 
to be drawn in the construction to be applied in this respect to the 
words used in a will and used in a deed. In this case the 
testator has shewn no intention to,make one hotchpot clause applicable 
to all the funds. I accordingly come to the conclusion that there were 
two hotchpot clauses, each applicable to one fund only, and the Con- 
tessa can accordingly take her share in the unappointed fund given to 
W. P. Wood for life, without bringing into hotchpot the fund 
appointed to her by her father.—CounseL, C. G@. Church; Upjohn, 
K.C.. and 7. J. ('. Tomlin; Peterson, K.C., and C. H. Sargant; 
Jenkins, K.C., and A. a Beckett Terrell; Dighton Pollock. Soticrtors, 
Paines, Blyth, & Huxtable; Sharpe, Pritchard, & Co., for Alsop, 
Stevens, Crooks, d& Co., Liverpool; 7. F. Adshead. 

[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re YOUNG. FRAZER v. YOUNG AND OTHERS. Swinfen Eady, J. 
24th Jan. 

Lecacy —Disctarmer or Trust Lecacy—Svuccesstve Lire 

INTERESTS—REFUSAL OF THE First Lire TENANT TO Accept INCOME- 

PAYMENT TO THE Seconp Lire TENANT—DEATH OF THE SECOND LIFE 

Tenant—Ricur or First Lire Tenant To Rerract REFUSAL QUOAD 

Future INCOME. 


946), and 


Earl Grey v. Grey (1897, 1 Ch. 
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Butler (1912, 56 Soxicrrors’ 


applied. 


same 


was 


also 


those 


WILL 


A trust legacy was to be invested and the income paid to A for life. 
the corpus was then to be applied as 
A declined to receive the income, and, 
On B's death A claimed 


residue of the testator’s estate. 


s refusal to receive the income in the first instance merely 


Held, that A’ 
for the tim: 


amounted to a voluntary relinquishment of the income 


| being, and not to a relinquishment of her life interest, and that accord 


ingly she was now entitled to receive the income as from her son's death. 

This was a summons to determine what was the effect of a refusal 
of a bequest by a legatee. A testatrix, by her will dated the 4th of 
March, 1904, directed her executors and trustees to set apart out of 
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The truet wi lul ! ed and the fund bequeathed was é6et apart, 
and it wm rece ul vested by trustees, who held it as a trust 
fund There i lv a refusal of this trust bequest. What hap 
pened was th f , ie vith the plaintiff's consent, the trustees 
paid the income to r eon, she having refused to receive it. Now that 

plaintiff is quite justified in contendi 
that her refusal merely amounted to a 
f he time being, and it 
that is the true leva 


her son is dead, 
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entitled to the income 
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KIRBY v. PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. Neville, |. 
Yist, 22nd, and 23rd Jan. 

INJUNCTION —Ni ROA BUILDIN Scurme—Ptan Swewinc Roap 
SpAcE—PLAN :0VED By Locat Avutnorrry—Roap ConstTRUCTED 
AND Mape Up UL-DE-SAC——PRIVATE Roap—SvuBSEQUENT CONVEYANCE! 
or Part or Roap at THe Bunn Enp—Power To Resume OWNERSHIP 
or THAT Par sur ; Across—Depication to Pusitic—Pusir 
Heaurtu Act, 8 3f wT. c. 55), ss. 4, 175—Patcnton Im 
PROVEMENT , € Vier. c. 257), s. 50—Pusric HEALTH 
Act, 1907 (7 : 
The owi ! ate road t dedicate » the public can always 

; if commo? wm, and unless there is any 

m doing so The mere fact of the 

publi / avine en rrevented f mm valking about on such road 
would n a he rig 2 rovided that no i thle rights were inter 

fered with b t my ’ / nersh p 
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his was an action for an injunction to restrain the defendant council 
from interfering with the erection of a wall which the plaintiff claimed 
that he wae absolutely entitled to erect by reason of the fact that h 
was erecting it along the boundary of his own private property. In 
1906 plans were prepared for developing a certain field at Paignton, in 
Devonshire, as a building estate A road ran along the southern 
boundary of the field, which was backed on the north by private pro 
perty The owner of the field constructed a new road running at right 
angles to the old road right up to the boundary on the north of othe: 
private property This new road was accordingly a cul-de-sac, and 
seventeen building plots were pegged out on the eastern side of it. The 
new road was constructed in a proper manner, and made up with prope 
sewers, footpath and kerbing over its whole length, and the plans wer: 
approved by the defendant council, who were the local authority 
Between. the years 1907 and 1910 the first fifteen plots numbering from 
the old road were sold and houses were erected on such plote by th: 
purchasers. Each conveyance gave the purchaser a right of way at 
all times and for all purposes in common with all cther persons who 


had or might thereon have a like right, whether on foot or with horses, | 


carts, and carriages, over the said new road In September, 1910, 
the remaining two plots, viz., 16 and 17, being the two plots abutting 
on the northern end of new road, were sold to the plaintiff. But the 
plaintiff purchased not only plots 16 and 17, but so much of the new road 
as adjoined or abutted on these two plots, viz., about 90 ft. of the 
northern end of the new road. The conveyance, however, expreesly 
excepted and reserved the right of all persons (if any) having a right 
of way over the land forming part of the new road. In 1911 the plaintiff 
built a house on plots 16 and 17 with the approval of the defendant 
council, and in January, 1912, he commenced building a wall across 
the new road along the line which formed tl plaintiff's boundary. The 
wall was 4 ft. 6 in. high and etretched right across the road, but had 
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ntrance gates in the centre. The defendant council of » thig 


wall being built, and threatened to pull it down. The plaintiff 
ommenced this action for an injunction to restrain the de fe 
ith the wall. Che defendant council ] 
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mton Improvement Act, 1898, 
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] L. M. May, Barrieter-at-Law.] 
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Probate, Divorce, anc miralty 
Division. 

BUTTERWORTH v~. BUTTERWORTH AND QUEENAN. 

Evans, P. Sth Feb. 

Practice—Conpuct or Case—Ricut or AvupImENce oF SOoriciror 1N 
ABSENCE OF COUNSEL. 

In the course of the hearing of this case, which otherwise presented no 
pecial feature of public or legal interest, counsel and solicitor f 
petitioner both being absent, the learned President himself proce: 

» examine the petitioner and two of his witnesses. On the arrival 

the petitioner s solicitor’s clerk, counsel being still absent. 
President inquired whether he were a qualified solicitor and rec« 
in answer from him in the negative. The President then said th 
1¢ had been a qualified solicitor he would have granted him rig 
rudience 
[Reported by C. P. Hawkes, Barrister-at-Law.] 

In tis Goods of AMY HEATHCOTE, Deceased. Bargrave Deane, 

5th Feb. 


CTICE—GRANT OF LeTTERS OF ADMINISTRATION TO TRUSTEE IN BANK 
RUPTCY—CONDITIONS ON WHICH GRANTs ARE ISSUED, 


The husband of a deceased lady having renounced his right to t 
ut letters of administration to her estate on being adjudicated bank. 
lette: »f administration to her personal estate were granted 
trustee in bankruptcy. Later, the bankruptcy having been an 
and the trustee in bankruptcy having been released, the grant to 
was not retoked. The letters of administration were handed by hin 
the Oficial Receiver with the fle aid had been lost, “having been 
probably destroyed with the file.”’ Application to retract the renu 
tion by the husband of the deceased of his right to a grant, for re: 
on of the grant to the trustee in bankruptcy, and for a grant of adm 
tration de bonis non to the husband of the deceased was granted 
future when a grant is issued to anyone it will be on the understani 
that it shall be returned into the Registry if required. 


Motion for a grant in the estate of the deceased to issue to Gerald 
William Yvery Heathcote, her husband. The deceased, Amy Heathcot 
lied intestate on the Ist of April, 1888, leaving the present applicant, 
her husband, and Henry Arthur Yvery Heathcote, her son and only 
hild her surviving. On the 6th of May, 1889, a receiving order in bank 
ruptcy was made against the present applicant, and on the 22nd of 
May, 1889, he was adjudicated bankrupt. On the 18th of June, 1889. 
he renounced his right to take out letters of administration in the 
estate of the deceased. On the lst of October, 1889, letters of adminis 
tration of the personal estate of the deceased were granted to John 
Cornelius Moberly, the trustee in bankruptcy of the applicant. On 
the 17th March, 1891, the bankruptcy was annulled on the payment by 
the applicant of twenty shillings in the pound, and on the 29th of May. 
1891, John Cornelius Moberly obtained his release as trustee in the 
bankruptcy of the applicant. The letters of administration of the 
personal estate of the deceased granted to John Cornelius Moberly o1 
the Ist of October, 1889, had never been revoked. John Cornelius 
Moberly no longer desired to act as administrator in the estate of th« 
deceased for the purpose of receiving the sum of £700 payable to that 
estate under the will of one, the Reverend J. Davies, to which sum of! 
£700 the applicant was the only person beneficially entitled. On the 
llth and 12th of November, 1912, counsel moved the court (1) for leave 
to retract the applicant’s renunciation dated the 18th of June, 1889: 
2) for revocation of the grant of letters of administration to John 
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Cornelius Moberly on the 1st of October, 1889; and (3) for a grant of 
administration de bonis non to the applicant, Gerald William Yvery 
Heathcote. On those dates the motion stood adjourned, and the learned 
judge directed the Registrar of the Court to write to Mr. Easton, the 
successor of John Cornelius Moberly and Official Receiver in Bankruptcy 
at Southampton, to bring in the grant or to explain its non-production. 
On the 5th of February counsel for the applicant on moving the court 
said that a corresponden e had taken place between the Registrar of the 

uurt, Mr. Easton, the Receiver in Bankruptcy at Southampton, the 
solicitor for the applicant, and Messrs. Church, Adams, and Prior, who 
had acted as agents for John Cornelius Moberly in 1889. On the 12th 
of December, 1912, Messrs. Church, Adams, and Prior had written 
stating that the letters of administration had been sent to Mr. Moberly 
on the 8th of February, 1890. On the 13th of December, 1912, the 
same firm again wrote to the applicant’s solicitor to say that Mr. 
Moberly had no notion what had become of the letters of administra- 
tion, but that they had been handed to Mr. Easton, the present Official 
Receiver, with the file when Mr. Mobe rly gave up the trustee ship, and 
“the present Official Receiver informs him that they were probably 
destroyed with the file.” 

BARGRAVE Deane, J., said that it ) 
the part of Mr. Easton, and in future when a grant issued to anyone 
it would be on the understanding that it should be returned into the 
Registry if required. The grant was destroyed and he revoked it. He 
allowed the applicant to renounce his revocation and to take a general 
grant to the estate of the deceased.—CounseL, H. VD. Gyazebr vk ; 
Soticrror, Arthur Pyke. 


[Reported by C. 





vas a Gross piece of carelessness on 


COLONIAL STOCK ACT, 1900. 
(63 & 64 Vic., c. 62). 
Addition to List of Stocks under Section 2. 

In pursuance of section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury hereby give notice that thé 
provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the under 
mentioned Stock registered or inecribed in the United Kingdom :— 

New South Wales 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1942-1962). 

The restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section (2), of the Trustee 
Act, 1893, apply to the above Stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 
section 2). 

Treasury Chambers, Whitehall, 

28th January, 1913. 


S.W., 





Societies. 
Incorporated Law Society for Cardiff and District. 


The annual meeting of the above society was held at the Law Library. 


Cardiff, on Friday, the 31st of January laet, Mr. Ivor Vachell, the 
president, inthe chair. The report of the committee and the treasurer's 


accounts were adopted, the president remarking upon the great success | 


which had attended the provincial meeting of the Law Society at Car 
diff in September last. Mr. W. L. Yorath was elected president, and 
Mr. L. G. Williams vice-president for the eneuing year. Messrs. Ivoi 
Vachell, Walter Scott, Sydney Jenkins, and Gordon Williams were 
elected on the committee in place of the members retiring. 

In the evening the annual dinner of the society was held at the Royal 
Hotel, Mr. Vachell again occupying the chair. During the after-dinner 
proceedings a presentation was made by the eociety to Mr. Walter 
Scott, who had retired from the position of hon. secretary, which he 
had occupied for eight years. In making the precentation the chairman 
éaid that Mr. Scott’s services had been of great value to the society 
and had placed it in the front rank of provincial law societies. The 
gifts comprised a silver tea and coffee service, a cantiniere of cutlery 
and table furniture, and a case of dressing-table appointments for Mre. 
Scott. Mr. Scott, in acknowledging, gave an interesting account of the 
changes in the profession locally during the past forty years. 


United Law Society. 


A joint debate with the Ladies’ Lyceum Club was held on Monday, 
the 3rd of February, at the Law Society’s Hall, by kind permiesion of 
the Council. Mr. R. C. Nesbitt and Mrs. Bell moved: “That this 
house has no confidence in His Majesty’s Government "’ Mrs. Calvert 
Spensley and Mr. A. H. Richardson, M.P., opposed. There also spoke 
Mr. R. Primrose, Mre. Esler. Mr. Kains Jackson, Mies Birrell, and Mr. 
J. W. Weigall. Mr. R. C. Nesbitt having replied, the motion was put 
to the vote, and there voted for the motion 39, against 23. 
was therefore carried by 16 votes. A vote of thanks to the Law Society. 
proposed by Mr. S. E. Redfern, and seconded by Mr. J. R. Yates, wae 
carried unanimously. 
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EQUITY AND LAW 
4 ~ 
~~ 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, ZINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 
ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 
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The Union Society of London. 


thirteenth g of the 1912-1913 
Bench-walk, Temple, on Wednesday, the 5th of February, at 
8p.m. The president, Mr. George F. Kingham, was in the chair. Mr. 
S. Croft moved the following motion: ‘* That in the opinion of this 
house compulsory service is essential for the safe defence of the United 
Kingdom.”’ Mr. W. A. Bright opposed. The following members spoke 
in favour of the motion :—Me G. E. A. Rawlins, H. R. Stables, 
W. R. Willson, W. Schmiester-Marshall, James Vining, D. V. Cow 
burn, H. J. Cope. The following members opposed the motion : 
Messrs. A. W. Armitage, C. H. Counsell, A. Safford, E. H. St. Clair 
Miller. 

The motion for debate on Wednesday, the 12th of February, is ‘‘ That 
ondemns the Bill now before Parliament to disestablish and 
the Church in Wales.”’ 


7) seesion was held at 3n, 


The 
King’s 


meeting 


SIs. 








Sir Stuart Samuel's Seat. 


In the House of Commons on the 3lst ult., says he Times, the 
Attorney-General moved :—‘‘ That an humble address be presented ta 
his Majesty representing that the Select Committee of this House, 
appointed to consider whether Sir Stuart Samuel has vacated his seat 
as a member of this House in consequence of the firm of Samuel 
Montagu and Co., in which firm he is a partner, having entered into 
transactions with the Secretary of State for India in Council, have 
reported that they have heard the evidence and considered the docu 
mets laid before them, but it appeared that several important and diffi 
cult questions of law are involved, and have further reported the 
relevant facts relating to the said transactions; and praying that his 
Majesty will refer to the Judical Committee of the Privy Council fo: 
hearing and consideration the question of law whether by reason of the 
facts so reported the said transactions, or any and which of such 
transactions, disable Sir Stuart Samuel from sitting and voting in this 
House, in order that the said Jpdicial Committee may, after hearing 
argument on both sides (if necessary), advise his Majesty thereon; and 
further praying that his Majesty upon receiving the advice of the said 
Judicial Committee will be pleased to communicate such advice to this 
House in order that this House may take such action as geems to it 
proper in the circumstances.’’ It was unnecessary, he thought, to make 
a speech in commending this resolution to the House. It represented 
the unanimous view of the Select Committee. Instead of carrying a 
case from court to court this reference to the Privy Council would 
be the quickest way of getting an authoritative judicial decision. 

Sir W. Anson said that he had no wish to oppose the motion, 
but he could not help thinking that it should not be accepted quite 
as a matter of form; there should be an endeavour to lay down a 
principle as a guide for the future. The disabilities which attached 
to membership was a matter upon which the House was particularly 
sensitive, and from time to time had endeavoured to deal with it, and 
not, as he showed from a number of instances, with any great measure 
In the matter of disqualification care should be taken not 
to go wrong in law, in relation to which Select Committees were apt 
lead the House astray, while their decisions were useful 
on matters of fact. On the question of Mr. Bradlaugh taking 
the oath the House wasted a great deal of time, a strong Government 
was shaken, and on the whole the House of Commons did not come 
very creditably out of the Bradlaugh case. He thought that experience 
showed that on questions of law it was better to get decisions from 1 
tribunal whose capacity and fairness were unexceptionable. He 
not sure that, questions of law being equally balanced, he would. truet 
his own judicial capacity on a question of political interest, or that he 
would not be unconsciously biassed one way or the other. As the legal 
argument had only been presented on one side to the Committee, he 
thought it was not the best tribunal to decide the case. That being so, 
he weleomed the suggestion of the Attorney-General and the Govern 
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out that the words he proposed to | 


No doubt 


hat it was impossible to arrive at a 


gestion and, having withdrawn his | 
> form suggested by the Attorney- 


und the resolution as amended was 


Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


INTERMEDIATE 


The following Candidates 108e 


were succeeeful at t Intermediate 
16th of January, 1913 
A Candidate is 1 
the same time 
First 
Mainprize, George Tom 
Slade, Mead. 


Pas 


Ela, 


fearblock, Cha i 


| 
jurnill, Harold Rut! 
Carlile, John Arthu 
Clapham, Wilfrid V 
Davis, Lawrence Michae 
Davy, Samuel Cha 
Dickinson, Thomas Arthu 
Evans, John Thomas 
Fisher, David 
Goulden, Ernest Osmund, 
Gregory, Algernon 
Griffiths, David Th« " 
Haggard, Amyand Jam 

B.A. (Cantab.) 

Hague, Henry Thoma 
Hazard, William Nos 
Heath, Herbert Normar 


Tue Fottowrna Canpipares Have P 

Bennett, Ivan Prov Wentworth 

Blair, James Hunter. B.A. (Oxon 

Bowman, Anthony Harvey 

Boyle, Alan Anderson 

Butler, Archibald John Salisbury, 
B.A. (Cantab.) 

Carlyon- Britton, 
lyon. 

Craik, Thomas Edgar 

Dawes, 


Saffery 


Raymond Ca 


Tooth. Eri 


Jeffreys, Eric 
Michael Stileman. B.A. Jobbings, Herbert Britt. 


EXAMINALION. 


names are in alphabetical order) 
Examination held on the 15th and 


ed to take both parts of the examination at 


CLASS. 
Wells, Philip Creswell. 
Woolfe. Louis David. 


Horden, William Francis 
James, Charles Herbert 
Jewell, Cee 

Lea, William Elme1 

Lyn . Joseph Perey. 
Morris, John Conway 
Newton, Edgar Henry. 
Nixon, Reuben 


Piper, Charles Arthur Matthews. 


Saul, Herbert George William 


Snell, Noel Vivian. 

Taylor, William 

Thompson, Oliver 

Adolphus Blavburn 
Tooth, Gerald Edward Guy 


Wild, Frederic James 


ASSED THE LeGcaLt Portion On Ly 
Edwards, Arthur Trevellyn. 
Field, Edmund Ventris 
Forsdike, Alfred William. 
Foulkes Roberts, Peter Rx berts 


Gentle, Francis Stewart 


Gibbs, Thomas Foster. 
Holmes, Cyril Ernest Jackson. 
Hunter, Arthur John, 

Webb. 


(Cantab.). Jones, Henry Vaughan Edwards. 


Durant, William Maitland. B.A. 
(Cantab. ). 
Eagleton, Guy Try n 


Lieyd, Richard Glyn, 
Malim, Arthur Wentworth 
Mansel-Howe, Charles Iorwerth. 


had taken so long to | 
hapel should have remained 6o long | 


It was | 


Guillaume, 


Marshall, George Raymond. 
Masser, Henry Thornton. 
May, Ernest Hooper. 
MclIiquham, Clinton 
Mellor, P« rey 
Morris, Archibald James. 
New, Oliver Curtis, 
Oglethorpe, Ralph Stuart. 
Peake, Henry Arthur 
B.A, (Oxon.). 
Phillips, Perey Hepburn. 


Gilbert. 


Porter, Frederick Ernest Gilchrist. 


No. of Candidates 
Tue FoLLowinG 
BOOK-KEEPING 
Adam, Charles Clements. 
Appleyard, Edward Elston. 
Attwater, Donald. 
satt, Charles Dorrington 
Carswell, Hugh. 
Chalmers, Colin Ward Silvester, 
Crockford, Eric Bertram, 
Davies, Horace Alwyn, 
Dodd, Ernest Leigh. 
Dutton, Richard. 
Eaton, Thomas 
(Victoria) 


Rayner, 


Francillon, Francis Edward, B.A. 


(Cantab.). 
Foers, Hardwicke Kenyon. 
Fowles, Robert John. 
Fryer, James Whaley, 
Gosling, Henry. 


| Goulden, Edward Leo, 
Baseley » 8 


Hales, John 
(Cantab.). 

Harris, Frederic Vivian. 

Holden, Timothy. 

Idris, John Hugh Williams. 


Jennings, Richard William, B.A., 


LL.B. (Cantab.), 
No. of Candidates ... 


Wyatt, 


LL.B. 


Pope, Philip Gladstone. 

Prance, Basil Henry. 

Samuel, Ivor Dudley. 

Sharples, Frank Deeks, B.A 
(Cantab.). 

Spencer-Hogbin, Frederick Spen 
cer, B.A. (Cantab.). 

Stokes, William Russell. 

Thomson, George Wilfred Russe!] 

Turner, John Reginald. 

Walsh, Garden Herbert Alford 

Wild, Arthur Herbert. 

141. Passed ... ae 


CANDIDATES HAVE Passep THE Trust Accounts 
Portion ONLY : 


Johnston, Howard Richmond. 

Jones, John Edgar. 

Knowles, John Yalden. 

Lane, John Dunn. 

Leviansky, Henry Adam Telf 

Mackay, Kenneth. 

Metcalfe, Frederic William, B.. 
(Cantab.), 

Monckton, Francis Guy. 

Morris, Frederick. 

Pattie, John George Leslie. 

Payne, John Annesley, 

Phillips, Cyril St. John. 

Pickles, Harry Thornton, M.A. 
(Victoria). 

Proctor, Henry Arthur Bernard 

Robertshaw, Walter Greenwood 

Ruddin, Leo Gerald, 

Samuel, Reginald Evan. 

Stockton, James Godfrey. 

Summerhays, Dudley Leycester. 

Watson, Maurice Murray. 

Western, Oswald, B.A. (Cantab.) 

Woodhouse, Gerald Herbert, B.A 
(Cantab.). 


129. Passed ... ... 80. 


By order of the Council, 


S. P. B. Bucknm, Secretary 


Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 
3let January, 1913. 


FINAL EXAMINATION. 


lowing Candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order 


n ecatul 
January. 1913: 
(Abbott, William Henry, 
Annett, James Bertram. 
Armitage, William Arthur. 
Baker, Josiah Ferdinand. 
Beeby, William Sorby 
LL.B 
don). 
Sevir, Harold, B.A. (Oxon.). 


sirrell-Anthony, Henry Anthony, 


B.A. (Oxon.). 

Blackwell, Charles, B.A. 
slumberg, Marco. 
Cheshire, George Joseph, 
Cocker, Leslie Stuart. 
Coulton, Aubrey Ewan 
Craigen, William Ewart. 
Crampton, Percy. 


Crockford, Leslie Charles, B.A., 


LL.B, (Cantab.). 
Cutts, Thomas Wintringham. 


Davison, Robert Pickering, LL.B. 


(London). 
Dixon, James Maurice. 
Drake, Francis Hubert. 


| Edells, Sidney Louis. 


Ekins, Thomas Harold. 
Ellis, Wilfrid Wesley Lile. 


| Flannery, Michael John. 
| Foot, Patton Bowyear Drummond- 


Hay. 
Gabell, Cyril Leicester. 
Gales, John Russell. 
Gilbert, George William. 
Gittins. Harry Neville. 
Glanville, Arthur Gordon, 
Greenwood, Ranolf Nelson. 
Regina'd. 


Mardon, 
Sheffield), LL.B. (Lon- 


(Dublin). 


it the Final Examination he'd on the 13th and 14t 


Haines, Eric Ross. 


Harrison, Thomas Dalkin, 8. \. 


(Oxon.,). 

Hawthorn, Frank Frederic Flint 

Hill, William Henry. 

Holland, Basil Thomas, LL.¥ 
(London). 

Holyoake, Francis Gerald, 

Hooper, William Henry. 

Horsfall, Edward. 

Hunter, William Stuart. 

Jonas, Louis Nathaaiel. 

Jones, Henry, 

Judge, Harry Burford. 

King, Ernst William. 

Knowles, Henry, 

Lark, Walter James. 

Laxton, Matthew Henry. 

Lloyd, Percy Charles. 

Maitland, Eardley Thomas, B A 
(Cantab.). 

Mead, Christopher. 
Michelmore, Henry 
LL.B. (London). 
Mitchell, Sydney Gillott, M.A 

(Oxon.). 
Mosse, Sydney Hugh. 
Nares, Ramsay Llewelyn Ives 
Nathan, Harry Louis. 
Naylor, Harry Frank. 
Nelson, Henry Lawrence. 
Osborn. Frederick James. 
Parry, Chandos Henry. 
Peverell, Thomas Henry. 
Rees, Richard Wilfred. 
Roberts, Harold Leslie, 


Roberts, James Reginald Howard 
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Royle, Hubert Turner Peter, B.A. Taylor, Arthur Gilbert, LL.B. 
(Cantab.), (Victoria), 

Rubinstein, Harold Frederick. Tree, Louis Charles. 

Rutherfurd, Edward Capel. Turner, Arthur Brooke, B.A. 

Shackleton, William Beckworth (Oxon.). 
Downs. Vant, Eustace Hazzel. 

Simcox, John Lea, B.A. (Cantab.). Webber, Harold. 

Sloan, Cuthbert Hannington, Williams, Hugh Patrick William 
LL.B. (London), Bedward, B.A. (Cantab.). 

Smith, David. Williams, Ivor Llewellyn. 

Sorrell, Clement. Williamson, George Harold, 

Staddon, Charles Eric. Wilton, Harold, 

Stanbury, Wilfred Hubert Avery. Wooldridge, Charles Stanley. 

Stockdale, Arthur William Sin- Young, Colin Turner, LL.B. 


_ clair. (London). 
Symonds, Henry Stephen Powlson. 
No. of Candidates ... .. 133. Passed ... « & 


By order of the Council, 
: S. P. B. Bucknit, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., ‘ 
Slst January, 1913. 








Obituary. 
Judge Bradbury. 


Judge Bradbury, county court judge for the Bolton and Bury districts, 
died on Saturday evening in France, after a short illness, from pneu 
monia following influenza. Born in 1848, the son of the late Mr. G. T. 
Bradbury, of Liverpool, James Kinder Bradbury was educated at Liver 
pool College and Caius College, Cambridge, where he graduated in 1872 
as tenth wrangler. In 1875 he became a Fellow of his college. Called 
to the Bar at the Inner Temple in the same year, he went the Northern 
Circuit. He was appointed in March, 1900, County Court Judge of 
Circuit No. 5, which includes the courts at Boljon, Bury, Oldham, Roch- 
dale, and Wigan. Judge Bradbury was unanimously chosen by the 
coalowners and the miners of the two counties last April, after the 
coal strike, as chairman of the District Board for Lancashire and 
Cheshire under the Coal Mines (Minimum Wage) Act; and the Board of 
Trade nominated him as chairman also of the corresponding board for 
North Staffordshire. He married, in 1878, Grace, daughter of the late 
Rev. Edward Dowling, vicar of Timperley, Cheshire, and resided at 
Parkfield, Altrincham. 


Mr. Hatfield Green. 


Mr. William Hatfield Green died last week at 21, Richmond-maneions, 
Earl’s Court. The eldest son of Mr. John Green, of Sheffield, iron 
merchant, he was educated at St. John’s College, Cambridge, and took 
his degree in 1867, being 18th wrangler. He was called to the Bar by 
Lincoln’s Inn in 1871. For many years he practised with marked 
success on the Chancery side. He retired about 1898. A man of many 
friends, Mr. Green had been a member of the New University Club 
since 1875, and of the Reform Club since 1892. For many years he 
was a member, and served on the committee, of the Albemarle Club. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. F. M. S. Casset, K.C., has been elected a Bencher of Lincoln's 
Inn, in succession to the late Right Hon. Sir John Compton Lawrance. 


_ Mr. R. Rinewoop has been elected a Bencher of the Middle Temple 
in succession to the late Mr. Dauney. 

Mr. W. Howtanp Jackson, barrister-at-law, has, on the recom- 
mendation of Sir Osmond Williams, Bart., the Lord Lieutenant of 
Merionethshire, been appointed a Justice of the Peace for that county. 





Changes in Partnerships, &c. 
Dissolutions. 


Hersert Epwin Gence, Harotp Wirtiam Gencr. Avupert Joun 
Hessenaver, and Rosert ALEXANDER FRANK JAMES, solicitors (Genge, 
Genge, Hessenauer, & Jamee), 19, Coleman-street, London. Jan. 25 
The business will be carried on in the future by the said Herbert Edwin 
Genge, Harold William Genge, and Aubert John Hessenauer, 

[Gazette, Jan. 31. 


Joun SrepHen Tyter and T. M. V. VaucHan-Roperick, solicitors 
(Tyler & Vaughan-Roderick), 795, Gracechurch-street, London, and 
Ilford, Essex. Feb. 1. John Stephen Tyler will continue to carry on 
the said business. [Gazerte, Feb. 4. 


General. 


At Gray’s Inn the Arden Scholarship (1913) has been awarded to Elias 
Tremlett, a student of the society. 

In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Sir W. Byles asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he could now say when the land 
valuation now proceeding would be completed. Mr. Masterman : The 
service of the provisional valuations will, it is estimated, be completed 
by the 31st of March, 1915. 

At the London Sessions on Wednesday, says the Times, before Mr. 
Robert Wallace, Robert Ambrose Hubbard, forty-eight, omnibus driver, 
was indicted for burglary at the house of Mr. Robert Latham, in King’s 
road, Camden Town. A police-constable said that he saw the prisoner 
backing out of the doorway with his hand on a skeleton key which had 
unlocked the door. This had been opened to the extent of 12 in., bui 
could not be opened further because there was a chain holding it. The 
prisoner said he was eo drunk that he did not know what happened. 
He certainly had no intention to commit a felony. Mr. Wallace told 
the jury that if a man put a key into a door and was so drunk as not 
to know what he was doing and was incapable of forming an intention 
to do wrong, then he was entitled to an acquittal. The jury found the 
prisoner not guilty, and he was discharged. 

In the House of Commone, on the 30th ult., Mr. Rendall asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether a land valuation officer could 
demand admission to a house the site value of which it was his duty 
to value. The Chancellor of the Exchequer : Under the provisions of 
section 31 (2) of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue may give to any person a general or a epecial authority 
to inspect land for the purpoce of valuation, and the person so author- 
ized is entitled, on production of his authority, to inspect any land at 
such reasonable times as the Commissioners consider necessary. My 
hon. friend is doubtless aware that the expression ‘‘land’’ includes 
buildings. The powers porsessed by income-tax authorities under ¢ec- 
tion 78 of the Income Tax Act of 1842 are generally similar, as also 
are those given under section 38 of the Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 
1869, to a pereon appointed under section 38 of that Act to make a 
valuation. 

General regret, says the 7'imes, is felt at Westminster at the ap- 
proaching retirement of Sir William Gibbons, K.C.B., the head of 
the Public Bill Office of the House of Commons, the department which 
has charge of all the important financial business of Parliament, and 
which is, more than any other, in constant communication with the 
Treasury and the other great offices of State. Sir William’s record is 
a remarkable one, since his valuable services to the House, and those 
of his father before him, cover between them a period of all but one 
hundred years—ninety-seven, to be exact—passed at Westminster with- 
out a break. When he entered the service of the House of Commons 
fifty years ago Lord Palmerston was still Prime Minister, Mr. Speaker 
Denison was in the chair, and Sir Denis Le Marchant (Sir Thomas 
Erskine May’s immediate predecessor) was Clerk of the House. Sir 
William Gibbons has served under five Speakers—Denison, Brand, Peel, 
Gully, and Lowther—and, between 1863 and the present year, he has 
known ten Prime Ministers and has seen the rise and fall of a dozen 
Administrations. 


At Halstead County Court, on the 27th ult., William Gatward, 
a member of the Castle Hedingham branch of the United Patriots’ 
Benefit Society, was sued for five guineas for medical treatment 
by Dr. H. J. Twamley, of «Sible Hedingham, the medical 
officer of his club. The defendant met with an _ accident 
last April while in Halstead, four miles from his home. He 
was attended for some time in Halstead Cottage Hospital by 
Dr. Twamley, who now stated that he had regarded him as an 
ordinary patient, as Halstead Hospital was outside his district. The 
defendant maintained that as a member of the club he was entitled 
to be attended free of charge, and that, although the accident hap- 
pened outside the district, he was at the time still residing within it. 
It was pointed out that by the society’s rules the doctors were to attend 
‘all members residing in their vicinity,’’ and the question before the 
Court eventually turned on the construction to be placed on these words. 
Judge Tindal-Atkinson, after condemning the laxity of the rule, gave 
judgment for the defendant. 

In the House of Commons, on the 3th ult., Mr. King asked the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs whether any answer had been 
returned to that part-of the note from Mr. Knox, United States Secre- 
tary of State, on the subject of the Panama Canal, wherein Mr. Knox 
asked if Great Britain was prepared to join in ratifying the unratified 
Arbitration Treaty of the 3rd of August, 1911, which the United States 
is prepared to ratify; and, if so, whether the reply could be stated. 
Sir E. Grey : The United States note is under consideration with the 
departments specially concerned, and will be carefully considered by 
his Majesty’s Government before a reply is sent to it. Mr. King asked 
the Secretary of State whether, in the event of his resuming negotia- 
tions for ratifying the Arbitration Treaty with the United States, 
he would approach other Great Powers with a view to their joining 
simultaneously in the treaty. Sir E. Grey: His Majesty’s Govern 
ment have come to no decision at present on the question of resuming 
negotiations for the ratification of the treaty in question. They are 
therefore unable to express any opinion with regard to the proposal 





that they should approach other Great Powers in the sense proposed. 
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In a printed reply to Mr. Wright, on Thursday, Mr. Asquith stated 
that the Government hope to pass the Mental Deficiency Bill into law 
next Session. 

Mr. James Bryce, the British Ambaesador to the United States, has, 
says Reuter, been appointed by the British Government a member of 
The Hague International Arbitration Court. 


A meeting of the council of the Central and Acsociated Chambers of 
Avriculture was, eays the V'imes, held at the Surveyors’ Institution, 
Westminster, on Tuesday, under the chairmanship of Lord Barnard. 
The chairman pointed out the desirability both in the council and in 
the local chambers and clubs of avoiding, so far as possible, any refer- 
ence to or any influence of party politics. The value of the chamber, 
he said, depended largely upon the fact that it was non-political. Mr. 
Wood Homer moved the reception of a report of the Local Taxatior 
Committee on the method of ascertaining eite value of agricultural land 
under the Finance Act, 1909-10. Their chief contention, he said, was 
that the valuation now being made of agricultural land was not at ite 
true site value, and they strongly urged that it was unjust to use the 
valuation for any general taxation purposes. Mr. Royds, M.P., said 
that under the methods employed by the Commiseioners of Inland 
Revenue on obtaining the site value of building land the result did mor: 
or lees truly represent tl! unimproved and bare value of the land, 
whereas the site value of agricultural land as ascertained by the Com 
miseioners included a ve large proportion of the improvements not 
only of owners but of tenante, and was not the true site value of the 
land at all The report was received 


A discussion on the first part of the Insurance Act, dealing with 
health insurance, was introduced on Monday evening, the 27th ult.. by 
Mr. Reginald C. Simmonds, F.1.A., of the Alliance Assurance Company, 
at a meeting of the Institute of Actuaries held at Staple Inn Hall. 
In the course of his paper, which was taken as read, the author 
described the alternative scheme put forward by the National Insurance 
Inquiry Association. He stated that in The Times of 4th April last 
there appeared a letter and a memorandum sent by the Association, 
and inasmuch as the proposals were put forward as the result of careful 
deliberation and based on sound actuarial foundations, merits not com 
mon in many of the alternatives suggested, they demanded attention. 
Passing to the question of amendments of the Act. in points of detail, 
the author said that the inquiry became rather difftcult, chiefly because 
most of the defects would become apparent in the course of actual 
working, of which there was at present no available experience. The 
position of the deposit contributors was thoroughly unsatisfactory, since 
the weakest, who needed the most, got the least. The separation for 
insurance purposes of the four countries at present composing the 
United Kingdom was likely not merely to produce increased charges 
and a certain duplication of official machinery, but (and this was more 
serious) to cause also considerable difficulties in many of the societies 
owing to transfers from one country to another. “Thirdly, it was 
thought that there was likely to be great dissatisfaction when upon 
valuation certain societies with an abnormally high proportion of heavy 
risks (and there must be many such) showed unsatisfactory results. 


Wuy Pay Rent’? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Lrmitep). Repay 
ments usually less than rent Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale, 


Feb. 19.—Mesars, Enwiw Fox, Bovarrerp, Burwerrs & Barveseyr, at the Mart. at 
2: Freehold Propert’, &o. (see advertisement, back page, Jan. 25). 

Feb. 19.—Mesera, Gopwis, Bastey & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Investments, 
&o. (nee alvertisement, page ili. th's week). 

Feb. 20.—Mesars, Strusow & Sons, at the Mart, at 2; Freehold Ground Rents (see 
advertisement, page iii, this week), 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, &c. 

Mesers. H. E. Foster & Crawrretpo held their nanal Fortnightly Periodical Sale 
of there interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard. E.C., on Thursday last, when the 
following Lots were sold, and at the prices mentioned :— 

ABSOLUTE REVERSION to One-fifth of £3,436 oe Sold £335 
REVERSION to £1,000 and POLTOY for £1,000 ee oe ee £305 


UNDIVIDED INTEREST in POSSESSION 1» £240 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reotsteass 1s ATTENDANCE on 


EMERGENCY Aprzat Covrat Mr. Justice 
Rota, No, I, Joyon. 


Monday Feb. 10 Mr Greswell Mr Synge Mr Borrer 
Tuesday ...... 11 Bloxam Oburch * 
. 123 Jolly Farmer 
13 Borrer Bloxam 
14 Goldschmidt Greswell 
15 Leach olly 


Mr, Justice 
Swinrew Eapy 
Mr Church 


Farmer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Date, 





Borrer 
Greswell 





Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr, usticn 


Wakssineoror, NEVILLE. Parkes. VE, 


Monday Feb. Mr Leach Mr Farmer Mr Bloxam Mr Jolly 
Tuesday ...... 11 Goldschmidt Synge Jolly Greswell 
Wednesday ... 1: Church Bloxam — Synge Borrer 
Thursday : Greswell Goldschmidt Farmer Synge 
Friday Jolly Leach Charch — Farmer 
Saturday ...... Borrer Church Goldschmidt Bloxan 


Date. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Jan. 31. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIE 
Liwirep 1m CmanceryY. 


BLAEN-HIRWAIN COLLIERY Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 15, to send 
in their names and addresses,:with'particulars of their debts or claims, to Picton Jones 
21, Station rd, Port Talbot, Glamorgan, liquidator. 


CHECKOGRAM (1908), L?p.—Creditors are required,on or before Mar 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Heury Robinson, 
150, Oxford st, liquidator. 


CooK&S PATENTS, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up,’ presented Jan 25, directed to be heard on 
Feb 11. Tippett, 11, Maiden In, Queen st, solors for the petars. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of Feb 10. 


GENERAL OILFIELDS. Lrp.—Petn for winding-up, presented Jan 29, directed to be 
heard Feb 11. D. F. Cooke, 17, Co eman st, solor for the petors. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternvon of Feb. 10. 


INKA COTTON MANUFACTURERS, LTp.—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 29, directed 
tobe heard Feb 11. Geoffrey Chubb, 41, Moorgate st, solor for the petnrs. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon 
of Feb 10 


MISKIN WORKMEN'S CLUB ANDINSTITUTE, Lrp. (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Feb 19, to send their names’and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts_or claims, to W. Liwyd Griffith, 47, Queen st, Cardiff, liquidator. 


RESILIKON, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 17, to send their names and 
addr-sses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to R. F. W. Fincham, 3, 
Warwick ct, Gray's Inn, liquidator. 


SHERA Crows, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Archibald Henry Hale, 33, Old Broad st, liquidator. 


W. S. GREAVES. Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or bsfore Feb 28, to send their 
names and addresses, and the partivuwars of their debts or claims, to Melville 
Watson, Alfreton, Derbyshire. Jones & Middleton, Chesterfield, solors for the 
liquidator. 


Wuirmore & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 21, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Bernard Harper, 35, Great Tower st, liquidator. 


‘ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
Law Accountants & Gosts Draftsmen. 
BILLS OF COSTS 


of every description prepared, with or without 

entries, and engrossed for taxation and delivery 

to clients in town or country. Commission 

charged on profit costs totals only. Taxations 
attended and completed. 


ARREARS WoRHEHED UF. 


ADMITTED SOLICITORS 
supplied to act as Managing Clerks at moment’s 
notice without fee to employers. 














Companies Registered. Probates taken out and General 
Somerset House Work effected by a responsible staff. 


ATHERTONS, LIMITED, 


THE Leading Law AGENCY, _ 


63 & 64, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 











, ee 2482 Holborn, Telegrams: “Alacrious, London.” 
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wondon Gazette—TUESDAY, Feb. 4. | 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


MAISON LEER, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 28, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or | 
claims, to Leycester Ferris Scott, Capel House, 54, New Broad st. Thrupp & Co., Old 
Cavendish st, solors for the liquidator. 

depen & Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up presented Jan 30, directed to be heard at the | 
County Court House, Manor row, Bradford *eb18 at 10.30, Gordon & Co, 14, | 
Piccadilly, Bradford, _solors. London Agents Blundell & Co, 16, Serjeant’s I n, Fleet 

| st. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in | 
the afternoon of Feb 17 * 

PNEUMATIC STAMPS (LEEDS), LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 20, to serd | 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur | 
France, West Bar Chambers, Boar In, Leeds, hquidator. 

PoRTSEA STEAMSHIP Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 20, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert 
McNeil and William Edward Hinde, Boston Buildings, James st, Csrdiff, liquidators 

VAGLIANO ANTHRACITE COLLIERIES, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on or before Mar 12, to send their names and addresses, an! the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Arnold Foster Baynes, 10 and 11, Austin Friars. 
Spyer & Sons, 8 lors to the liquidator. 

VinGiL PRACT.CE CLAVIER (BRITISH) Co, Lrp, (IN VOLONTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on or before Mar 1, to send in their names and addresses, and the 
—— of their debts or claims, to Albert Bate, 2, Sydney rd Richmond. Surrey, 

quidator, 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. | 


London Gazette—FrRipaY, Jan. 31. 


COMMERCIAL ADVANCE Co, LTD. | 
ATKINS BRoTHERS & Cox. Lip. 

FANTI CENTRAL MINES, LTD. 
8. FISHER, BOND STREET, LTD, } 
A. E. LESLIE & Co, Urp. | 
West LANCASHIRE CABINET Co, LTD. | 
L. AND 8. SYNDICATE, LTD. | 
New BroMPTON (Kent), PUBLIC HALL Co, Lp. | 
EQUATORIAL TRADING AND MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. } 
STERLING TEA ASSOCIATION, LTD. } 
BOARDED HALL EstTaTE, Lrp. | 
RUBBER ESTATES TRUST AND INVESTMENT CORPORATION, Lb. 
LUTON SKATING Ri K Co. Lrp. | 


| OVERTON, WILLIAM, 


| STEVENS, WILLIAM, Luton, Beds Feb 24 


CLEAR, EDWARD THOMAS, Acacia rd, Wood Green Feb 28 Hudson & Co, Queen 

Victoria st 

DAWSON-GREENE, HENRY, Eaton sq Feb 28 Clowes & Co, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

ELLEY, WILLIAM, Manor st, Clapham, Builder Feb 27 Bulcraig & Davis, Norfolk st, 
Strand 

EVANS, Jos, Torquay Mar7 Smith & Kenny, Torquay 

Fawcett, MARY, Dacre, York Feb 28 Heap & Heap, Bradford 

GREEN, MARY LetiTrA, Chesterblade, nr Evercreech, Somerset 
Rutter, Wincanton 

GREENE, CHARLES TEMPLE, Waterloo, Lancs Marl Rigby & Herron, Liverpool 

GUNN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Norwich, Corn Merchant’s Traveller Mar 12 Sadd & 
Bacgn. Norwich 

HART, ROSALIND, St Leonards on Sea Feb 27 Hopwood & Dowsors, Spring gdns 

Hone, LUTON HARRY, Exstington, Gloucester, Baker Feb 14 Norris, Stroud 

Hooper, EDGAR AUGUsTUS JOSEPH, Handsworth, Birmingham, Brassfounder Feb 28 
Hooper & Tanfield, Birmingham 

HORNER, MARY, Silsden, nr Keighley, Yorks Mar 1 Waterworth & Son, Keighley 

INMAN, HANNAH, Archbishop pl, Brixton hill Mar3 Bradley « Hulme, F lkestone 

KELLOCK, ROBERT, Great Saughall, Chester, Cotton Broker Mars Laces & Co, Liyer- 


Mar 8 Rutter & 


vl 
Lana’ Robert, Blyth, Northumberland Feb 28 Criddle & Criddle, Newcastle upon 


yne : 
Ling, JOANNA, Norwich Marl Hill & Son, Norwich ’ 
McDOvUGALL, ARTHUR, Bramhall, Chester, Corn Merchant Mar 12 Hankinson & Son 
Manchester , 
NANCARROW, JENFFER, Folkestone Mar 8 ) 
ORCHART, MARY ELIZABETH, Birchanger rd, South Norwood 


Lincoln’s inn fields 
3rierfield, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Mar 8 Steele & Steele, 


AD&LJ D Brockman, Folkestone 
Feb 28 Moon & Co, 


Burnley 

PECKETT, FREDERICK, Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer Feb2l Armitage & 
* o. Huddersfield 5 

PORTER, ROBERT SAMUEL, Kingston upon Hull, Carting Contiactor Mar 8 Manley, 
Hull 

POWELL, GRIFFITH, Marcross, nr Flantwit Major, Glam, Farmer Mar 8 David, 
Bridgend - 7 , : d tes 

PRIDMORE, WILLIAM, Hinckley, Leicester, Chem'st Feb 28 S H & W J Pilgrim, 


Hinckley 
Raprorp, MARY ELIZADETH, Tansley Wood, Derby Feb 28 Taylors, Bakewell 
Scott, GEORGE THOMAS, Sumner pl, South Kensington Mar 31 Janson & Co, Cellege hill 
SEWELL, JOSEPH JOHN, Tunbridge Wells Mar 10 Gower, Tunbridge Wells 
SHERWOOD-HALE, ANNE, Wotton under Edge, Glos Mar10 Vizaid & Co, Dursley 
SLATER, ANN ELIzABetH, Folkestone Mar 11 Ward, Folkestone 
SMITH, Str WILLIAM JAMES Pretorla. South Africa Feb 28 Pearce, Lincoln's inn fields 
SPENCER, EMMA, Hitchin, Herts Mar3 Tebbs & Sons, Bedford 

Rubinstein & C+, Raymond blidgs, Gray's ion 
THOMAS, THOMAS, Hannington, nr Basingstoke, Licensed Victualler Feb 28 Barnes, 


CORNWALL (NIGERIAN) TIN SYNDICATE, LTD. aera 
I u') “—e . 
Marl Wright & Co, Leamington 
Feb 28 Marsh & Co, Leigh 


London Gazette.— TUESDAY, Feb 4 


FABRO PRINTING PROCESS Co, Lp. 

G. H. WELLER & Co, LTD, 
CARSHALTON CENTRAL FSTATE, LTD. 
VIRGIL PRACTICE CLAVIER (BRITISH) Co, LTD. 
Maison LEER, LTD. 

TORQUAY AND SoutH DEVON CLUB Co, L1p. 
MISKIN WORKMEN'S CLUB AND INSTITUTE, LTD, 
JOHN PRING & Son, Lp. 

CARROTTE & JONES, LTD. 

FuRNESS & NEPHEWS, LTD. 

OLIVER HOTELS, LTD. 

WESTERN INVESTMENT Co, LTD. 

MCRGIL FERJAC LTD. 


SAMSON FACING AUXILIARY SYNDICATE, LTD. . | TOWNSHEND. HENRY, Leamington 
| 
| 





Creditors’ Notices. 


TRAFFO«D, JOHN, Leigh, Lance 
TWOMEY, DANIFL JOHN, Tottenham Court rd Marl4 Tippetts, Maiden In 

WALTER, HUBERT LANGTON, Wood al Spa, Lincoln Feb 15 Tweed, Horncastle 
Warts, Henny, East Crovdon Mar 1 Pothecary & Co, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st 
YOUNG, JOHN, Sheffield, Herse Slauglhiterer Mar 15 Rodgers & Co, Sheftield 


\London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb 4. 


BLAKE, JoHN CHART ES, Great Malv-rn, Worcester Feb 28 Slater & Co, Manchester 

BLINcow, E.izA, West Bromwic Marl J. & L. Clark, West Bromwich 

BOWEN, JANE ESTHER FRANCES, Detling, Kent Mar 14 Hores & Co, Lincoln's inn 
fields ; 

CAREY. R'CHARD, Long In, Bermordsey Feb 28 Chamberlain & Co, Stone bldgs 
CARTER, JOHN FLLIOT?, Little Bispham, Lancs, Linen Merchant Mar 14 Tucker & Co, 
Manchester ? : 
CLARENCE, FREDERICK LAWTON, Newcastle upon Tyne, Marine Engineer Feb ¢8 
Richardson & Elder, Newcastle upon Tyne 
CRELLIN, HORATIO NELSON, Blenheim gdns, Micdlx 

manbury f ‘ pe 
DowNEs Lo!s EuNICcE, Brockley Mar12 Boydell, jun, South sq, Gray’s iin 
FERRERS, the Rt Hon SEWALLIS E WARD SHIRLEY Earl March 1 smith & Co, 


Ashbr de lt Zouch 


Mar 20 Sawbridge & Son, Alder 





Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or OCtatm. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 28. 
Branr, AnNpREw, Quendo 
Kean & On, Fe ws Essex May 5 Butler v Byrne and Others, Joyce, J 
CkERs, Rurm, Goldar Manor, Oxford Feb19 Dickers and A i 
Another, Swinfen Eady, J Wood, High Wycombe — en 
‘. 2 London Gazette.—Faripay. Jan. 31. 
1180s, Rosert, Degenham, Essex March 3 fi 
= oid = 33 - onng ty Stanford v Sparrow and Others, Joyce 
us, Hewey, Oxford, Builder March 15 i 
hound Gales Ortna Basson and Another v Simms and Another, 
- ‘ London Gazette,—Turspay, Feb. 4. 
oorEn, James Jurvorp, Routheate rd, Islingt: i 
end Parker, 30°C Halton wastes ington Julyl Gadsdon v Rowe, Warrington 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. Cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—¥RIDAY, Jan. 31. 

ADAMS, RICHARD, Combe Martin, Devon F i 

8, 7 } , De eb 27 Harding & Co, Barnstapl 
AILY, ALBE! s i sume 1 y 
a O..- dae SHORE, Glastonbury, Someiset Mar 10 Hobbs & Bru' ton, 

NEARNE, Rev JAMES CUTLIFFE, Lewes Feb 28 Knocker & Co, & 

- r 2 i <5 v 
Brooks, WILLI4M, Ashton under Lyne, Cloth Looker Feb 7 Seale bien under 


yne 
Brown, JANE, Moorsholm Y 

N, JANE, } n, Yorks Marl Buchannan & Richardson, Gui! 
Bruce, JoHN MorRIS, Tring. Herts Feb 28 Leighton & Savory. Clement's an 


Feb 13 Hepworth & Chadwick, Leeds 


GRr, Mary, | ongwood, Huddersfield ’ 
Mar 1 Fiegg & Son, Laurence 


| HENNIKYR, EDITH JANE, Friern rd, East’ Dulwich 
| Pountney hill ; : 
| HoLLoway, ANN, Woodford, Essex Mar8 Martin & Haslett, Philpot In 

| Howrrt, EuIzA, Gainsborough, Lincoln Mar 1 Robbs & Bell, Gainsborough 

Hurst, SOPHIA, Bargate, Grimsby Mar 1 Wilkin & Chapman, Gt Grimsby 
INGLEDEW, GEORGE WILLIAM, Great Ayton, Yorks, Builder Mar3 Carrick, Stokesley, 
4 , 


Yorks 
KASTELL, FREDERICK, 
Mon . . ; 
LILLEY, WILLIAM EDWARD, Sheerness, Kent Mar 4 Hatten & Co, Gravesend 
LIMON, JOSEPH, Leigh, Lancs M-r 25 Marsh & Co Leigh 
LORIGA. The Most Excellent Sefiora —- SANCHEZ DEL ALZAR DE 
-Diarmid & Son, Newman's ct, Corvhi 
Lawes, anes HENRY, Maitland Park villas, Haverstock Hill Mar 8 Russell & Co, 
Norfolk st, Strand ° 
| Egy 2 Kingston upon Hull Mar 1 Barker & Mayfield, Hull 
| MULLIS, JosEPH, Southampton Marl Page & Galliford, Suuthampton 
| NIGHTINGALE, HENRY, Humbleton, Yorks Mar8 Manley, Hull , 
| PHILLIPO, EDWARD, Halvergate, Norfolk Feb 28 Mills & Reeve, Norwich 
| PRITCHARD, EMMA, Craven Hill gdns Mari Stow & Co, Lincoln's Inn fields 
RICHARDS, RICHARD SAMPSON, Sancreed, Cornwall Feb 22 Thomas, Penzance 
RICHARDSON, GEORGE, Clapham rd_ Mar 25 Anning & Co, Che apside 
RIDER, JOB HENRY, Shrewsbury Mar15 Lane & Co, Birmingham 
ROBERTSON. ELLEN, Worcester Mar 31 Hinckley & Brown, Lichfield : 
| ROSSITER, MATTHEW, Morpeth, Plater Mar 15 Newlands & Newlands, Jarrow on Tyne 
| ROTHERY, HAROLD AKROYD, Scarborough, Se ,oolmaster Mar 25 Whitehead & Son, 


i He 

questa Malas, Ashfo'd, Middlx Mar3 R Varnell, Chesnut rd, Tottenham 

THOMPSON, MARY ANNE, Gloucester ter, Hyde Park Feb 22 Thompson & Co, Raymond, 
bldgs, Gray's inn 

WAUGH, MICHAEL, Rosehill, Northumberland Mars Smirk, Newcastle upon Tyne 

WILKINSON, ELIZABETH, Peterborough Mar4 Calthrop & Harvey, Holbeach 

WOOLDRIDGE, ELIZABETH ANN, Fareham, Hants Mar 14 Donnithorne, Fareham 
HTON, FREDERICK JELLICOE, Northampton, Tobacconist Mar11 Darneil & Price 


Pontnewydd, Mon, Carpenter Mar 3 Evans, Newport, 


Feb 18 


CHILDERSTONR, FREDERICK VIGOUREUX, Wokingham, Berks Mar 3 Kendall & Co Wria 
, | - 
| 


Carey st 


Northampton 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRivAY, Jan. 31. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


. Butcher Salford Pet Ja 
| 
Jan15 Ord Jan 27 


Merchant Kidderminster Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan28- | Dec 7 Ord Jan 29 


| Bea, Ricuaep Henry, Cheetham Hill, nr Manchester, 


Curistiy, ALrrep Witwtam, Finsbury cir House, Blomfield 


n 23 Ord Jan 27 st High Court Pet Nov 29 Ord Jan 28 


aimacomBe, E, Keyham, Devon, Builder Plymouth Pet | Gonre Eyiuio, Cardiff, Cycle Agent Cardiff Pet Jan 28 


Jaa 28 


Baornertox, Reaixacp, Leeds, Commission Salesman 
Asuc ; . , et Jan 28 { > i Dar.tow, Faepeaicx, and Epwix West, both Rushden, 
ceort, Epwin Cuaaurs, Bewdley, Worcester, Timber | Baucs, Horace tbs Ft all Middix Windsor t 


Northampton, Manufacturers Northampton 
Pet Janz9 Ord Jan 29 


Cuargtes Guapstoyg, Ystradgyniais, Brecon, 


Bayxs, Heapeat, U F Pet 
" » Upton on Severn, Worcester, Blacksmith | Bu ; : 
Chel ’ uBroRD, Hewry Taomas, Grangetown, Cardiff, Dairyman | Davies, 
nanan | Card ‘Ord Jan 2’ , Builder Neeth Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 28 


Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 


Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 
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Davisos, Caagtes Witttam, South Bank, Yorks, Labourer 


Middlesbrough Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

Dewsisow, Taomas, Heavert Denson, and Neisos 
Dewntsow, Huddersfield, Builders Huddersfield Pet 
Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

Goopaut, Hagry, junr, Wolverhampton, Poulterer Wol- 
hampt n PetJanvz7 Ord Jan 27 

HanoneaAves, Faso Wiittam, Burley in Wharfedale, Yorks, 
Grocer Leeda Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

Hastinos, Fagpeaicx, Fakenham, Norfolk, Butcher Nor- 
wich Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 23 

Hetiiee, Eva Fanny, Exeter Exeter Pet Jan 9 
Jan 27 

Hewitt, Marcarer, Handforth, Cheshire, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Stockport Pet Jan 16 O:d Jan 29 

Hvoanss, Samust, 
Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 


Ord 


Jouxs, Mary Aww, Golden Bank nr Falmouth, Grocer | 


Truro Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

Jounsos, James Atrarp, Great Grimsby, Journeyman 
Ship-smith Great Grimsby Pet Jan,;27 Ord Jan 27 

Joses, Tuomas Ricuangp, Liandegai, nr Bangor, Plumber 
Bangor Pet Jan27 Ord Jan 27 

Kent, Revers, Branston Fen, Lincs, Farmer Lincoln 
Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 

Lacay, Agtava, Ilkeston, Derby, Grocer 
Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

Lewis, Cuar.eas, Old Trafford, Lancs, Electrical Engineer 
Manchester Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 

Lockxtoxs, Parncy Jous Cuaances, Lincoln, Florist Notting- 
ham Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

Noats, Rooer, Elsing, Norfolk, Poultry Farmer Norwich 
Pet Dec 7 Ord Jan 28 

Pizavoixt, A W, Victoria mans, South Lambeth rd, 
Silversmith sigh Court Pet Dec 6 Ord Jan 29 

Puiturs, Herseat G, St Leonards on Sea, Solicitor 
Hastings Pet Dec13 Ord Jan 27 

Rossstaa., M, High st, Stoke Newington, Lace Dealer 
Edmonton Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan 28 

SHALLCROSS, RICHARD LEATHER, Northwich, 
Nantwich Pet Jan?8 Ord Jan 28 

SMITH, HARRY STRACEY, Harrogate, Printer 
Jan 13 Ord Jan 29 

SMITH, HERBERT, Ulleswater rd, Southgate, Wholesale 
Furrier High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

STARKIE, JOSEPH, Batley, Yorks, Builder Dewsbury 
Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 

THOMAS, EBENEZER JAMES MOLLARD, Dawley, Salop 
Shrewsbury Pet Jan 3 Ord Jan 27 

PHOMAS, GWENLLIAN, Trecynon, Aberdare, Draper 
dare Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

THORN, JESS, Biggleswade, Beis, Market Gardener 
ford Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 2s 

TINLEY, FREDERICK JOHN H (NES, Emsworth, Hants, Hosier 
Portsmouth Pet Jan27 Ord Jan 27 

WALLIS, HARRY, Churchfleld rd, Acton, Builder 
ford Pet Dec18 Ord Jan 28 

WEBBER, GEORGE, HENRY, Coventry Coventry 
15 Ord Jan 28 

WOOLMAN, I8aAc, Blackpool, Lanes, Builder Preston 
Jan 27 Ord Jan 24 

YEATES, JAMES, Bognor, Fis‘monger 
9 Ord Jan 29 


Derby Pet 


Baker 


York Pet 


Pet 


Aber 
Bed 


srent- 
Pet Jan 
Pet 


Brighton Pet Jan 


FIRST 
ALMOND, WILLIAM GEORGE, 
Farmer Feb ll at 11 
11, Dale st, Liverpool 
BRIMICOMBE, E, Keyham, Devonport, 
12 11, 5t Aubyn st, Devonport 
KROTHERTON, KEGINALD, Leeds, Commission 
Feb 10 at 12.30 Off Kec, 24, Bond at, Leeds 
BURTON, FELIX, Durrington, Wilts Builder 
1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
CHEVERTON, THOMAS PRICE, Cromer, Norfolk Printer 
Feb 8 at 12.30 Of Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
CHRISTIN, ALFRED WILLIAM, Finsbury cir House, Blom- 
fieldst Feb10 at 1t Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
CORNTHWAITE, RICHARD, Skerton, Lanes, Patent Oven 
Builder Feb 10 at4 Palatine Cafe, Market st, Lan 
caster 
CRAWSHAW, MANFRED ERNEST, 
Merchant Feb & at 11 
poration st, Dews!ury 
DAVIES, CHARLES GLADSTONE, 
Builder Feb 8 at 11.15 
St Mary's st, Swansea 


MEETINGS. 

Rofford, nr Ormskirk 
Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs 
Builder Feb 11 at 


Sales nan 


Batley, Yorks, Rag 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Cor- 


Ystradgynlais, 
Off Rex 


Runco:n, Chester, Baker Warrington | 


| YEATES, JAMES, Bognor, Fishmonger 


Feb 11 at | 


Brecon, | 
, Government bidgs, 


CHARLES WILLIAM, South Bank, York, 


DAVISON, 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, 


Labourer Feb 13 at 11.20 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

EVANS, EpWARD WALTER DAviD, Liandyssul, Cardigan- 
shire Feb 10 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Car- 
marthen 

FitcH, BgrTraM, Burnham Market, Norfolk, Cycl: 
Engineer Feb 8 at 1 Off Rec, 8, Kiog st Norwich 

}OODALL, HARRY, juor, Wolverhampton, Poulterer Feb 
llati2 Off Kec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton 

HARGREAVES, FRED WILLIAM, Burley in Wharfedale, 
Yorks, Grocer Feb 10 at 12 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, 
Leeds 

HARLING, JOHN, Guisborough, Farmer Feb 11 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

HASTINGS, FREDERICK, Fakenham, Norfolk, Butcher Feb 
8 at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Hopson, GEORGE, Bolton, Coach Painter Of 
Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

HUGHES, SAMUEL, Runcorn, Cheshire, Baker 
2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Jouns, MARY ANN, Golden Bank, nr Fa mouth 
at 12 Off Rec, 12 Princes st, Truro 

JOHNSON, JAMES ALFRED, Great Grimsbv, Journeyman 
Ship-smith FebS8ati1l Off Rec, St Mary's chmbdrs, 
Great Grimsby 

Jones, THOMAS RICHARD, Liandegai, nr Ban or, Plumber 
Feb 10 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Ch: ster 

KERSHAW, EDWARD WHEW*LL, East Darwen, Lancs, 
Biouse Manufacturer Feb lU at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

LACEY, ARTHUR, Ilkeston, Derby, Grocer 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st. Nottingham 

MARSHALL, Ernest, Mount Pleas:nt rd, Tottenham, 
Furniture Dealer Feb 10 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford 
row 

PHILLIPS, HERBERT G, St Leonards on Sea, Solicitor Feb 
10at3 Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Prerporst, A W, Victoria mars, South Lambeth rd, Silver- 
smith Febl2at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Cerey st 

Portos, JouN, Gloucester Feb 8 at 3 Ojf Rec, Station 
rd, Gloucester 

ROBERTS, EDWARD, and MEREDITH RopeRTS, Abercarn, 
Drapers Feb 8 at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, 
Newport, Mon 

Scott, ALBERT EDWARD, Dewsbury, Yorks, Cont-actor 
Feb 8 at11°30 (ff Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

SMITH? HERBERT, Ulleswater rd, Southgate Wholesale 
Furrier Feb1l2at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

THOMAS, EBEYEZER JAMES MOLLARD, Dawley, Salop 
Feb 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Swanhill, Shrewsbury 

THOMAS, GWENLLIAN, Aberdare Feb8 at ll Off Rec, 8t 
Catherine's chmbrs, 8t Catherine st, Pontypridd 

WALKER, JouN HENRY, Peterb rough, Coal Vealer Feb 
10 at 11.45 Law Courts, Peterborough 

WEBB, ALBERT WILLIAM, East Dereham, Norfolk, Grocer 
Feb 10 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

sen, PHILIP WELLS, jun, and CHARLES 

1, St 


Feb 8 at 11 
Feb 10 at 
Feb 10 


Feb 10 at 11 


WELLS, PHILIP 
WESLEY WELLS, Oxford, Grocers Feb 10 at 12 
Aldate’s, Oxford 

WHELAN, GEORGE, Blyth, Boilersmith Feb 11 at 11 
Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

WOODFIELD, WILLIAM JOHN, Warwick, Grocer 
12 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 


Off 
Feb 10 at 
Feb 10 at 2.30 Off 
Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ASHCROFT, EDWIN CHARLES, 
Merchant Kidderminster 

BANKS, 
Blacksmit: Cheltenham Pet Jan 29 

BROOK, Herpert Isaac, Warwick cres. Maida Vale, 
Milliner High Court Pet Nov 28 Ord Jan 2 

BROTHERTON, R'GINALD, Leeds, Commission Salesman 
Leeds Pet Jan28 Ord Jan 28 , 

BUuRFORD, Henry THOMAS, Grangetown, Cardiff, Dairyman 
Cardiff Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 

COLCLOUGH, WILLIAM YATES, Longton, Staffs, Wholesale 
(irocer Hanley Pet Dec 19 Ord Jan 27 

CorTE, EMILI0, Cardiff, Cycle Agent Cardiff Pet Jan 28 
Ord Jan 28 

DARLOW, FREDERICK and Epwin WEsT, Rushden, North- 
ampton, Boot Manufacturers Northampton Pet 
Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 


Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan v8 


Ord Jan 29 


| Bence, Epwin RICHARD, Exeter 


tewdley, Worcester, Timber | 


HERBERT, Ryalls grove, nr Upton on Severn, | 


DAVISON, CHARLES WILLIAM, South Bank, Yorks, 
Labourer Middlesbrough Pet Jan z7 Ord Jan 27 

DENNISON, THOMAS, HERBERT DENNISON, and NeEtsoy 
DENNISON, Huddersfield, Builders Huddersfield Pet 
Jan 28 Ord Janu 28 

Dove.as, Lord ALFRED Brucg, Church row, Hampstead 
High Court Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 29 

FitzGERALD, THOMAS EDWARD JOSERH, Hare ct, Temple 
High Court Pet May29 Ord Jan 27 

HARGREAVES, FRED WILLIAM, Burley in Wharfedale, York, 
Grocer Leeds Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

HUGHES, SAMUEL, Runcorn, Chester, Baker 
Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

JouHNS, MaRY ANN, Falmouth Truro Pet Jan 27 Ord 


Warrington 


| an 27 
JouHNson, JAMES ALFRED, Great Grimeby, Journeyman 


Ship-smith Great Grimsby Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

JONES, THOMAS RICHARD, Llandegai, nr Bangor, Plumber 
Bangor Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

KENT, REUBEN, Branst»n Fen, Lincs, Farmer 
Pet Jan 29 Pet Jan 29 Ori Jan 29 

KERSHAW, EDWARD WHEWELL, Darwen, 
Manufacturer Manchester Pet Jan 10 

KLEINSCHMAGER, <GuSTAY, Charlotte st, Fitzroy sq, 
Restaurateur High Court Pet Dec17 Ord Jan 29 

LACEY, ARTHUR Ilkeston, Derby, Grocer Derby Pet Jan 
27 Ord Jan 27 

LAKE, HAROLD WILLIAMSON, Southamp’‘on bidgs, Patent 
A:ent High Court Pet Nov 27 Ord Jan 29 

Lane, ERNEST JACKSON, Old Burlington st, Physician 
High Court Pet Nov15 Ord Jan v9 

LEWIS, CHARLES, Manchester, Electrical Engineer Man. 
chester Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 

LockTton, Percy JOHN CHARLES, Lincoln, 
Nottingham Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 

Lupsock, HUGH NevILE, Threadneedle st High Court 
Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 24 

SHALLCRO3S, RICHARD LEATHER, Northwich, 
Nantwich Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

SMITH, HERBERT, Ulleswater rd, Southgate, Wholesale 
Furrier High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

SPEIGHT, THOMAS WILLIAM, Dewsbury, Architect Dews- 
bury Pet Dec5 Ord Jan 23 

STARKIE, JosEPH, Batley, Yorks, Builder Dewsbury Pet 
Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 

THOMAS, GWENLLIAN, Trecynon, Aberdare Ab -tdare Pet 
Jan 28 Ord Jan 28 

THORN, JESSE, Biggleswade, Beds, Market Gardener Bed- 
ford Pet Jan 28 O-d Jan 28 

TINLEY, FREDERICK JOHN HINES, Emsworth, Hants, Hosier 
Portsmouth Pet J.n 27 Ord Jan 27 

TURNER, THOMAS, Brampton. Licensed Victualler Chester- 
field Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 29 

WOOLMAN, JSAAC, Blackpool, Builder 
27 Ord Jan 28 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


TAYLOR, JOHN, Nottingham, Commission Agent Notting- 
ham AdjudJan7,191l0 Annul Jau 24, 1913 


Lincoln 


Lancs,’ Blouse 
Ord Jan 27 


Florist 


3aker 


P.eston Pet Jan 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 4. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BAKER, HERBERT, Basingstoke, Draper Winchester Pet 
Jan 30 Ord Jan 

Cattle Dealer Dealer 
Exeter Pet Feb it Ord Febl 

BENSY, WILLIAM, Mount Charles, St Anstell, Cornwall, 
Coal Merchant Truro Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 1 

BLOMLEY, EDMUND, Rochdale, Lancs, Coal Merchant 
Rochdale Pet Vec 31 Ord Jan 31 

BRASH, JOHN, Lancaster, Painter Preston 
Ord Feb 1 

BROOKS, WILLIAM HENRY, Gloucester, Grocer Gloucester 
Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 1 : 

CARLIN, JOHN JAMES CRESSWELL, Carlton, Notts, Assis- 
tant Librarian Nottingham Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

CLARK, WILLIAM THOMAS, Lyonshall, Kington, Hereford, 
Grocer Leominster Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 30 

CROSLAND, GETHER, JOHN CROSLAND, WILLIAM 
CROSLAND, and ERNEST CROSLAND, Sheffield, Nursery- 
men Sheffield Pet Feb1 Ord Feb1 b 

ESTCOURT, ROWLAND, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Barrister 
at Law High Court Pet Nov15 Ord Jan 31 

FLEET, J H, Cottingham, Yorks, Commercial Traveller 
Kingston upon Hall Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 11 


Pet Feb 1 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MoOooORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED in 1880. 


STRAT, LOnNDvDoWm, 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


Suitable Ciauses tor insertion in Leases 


epplication. 


or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS, 
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LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 
No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 


BON DS—The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that the Fidelity 





Fire. 
Domestic Servants. 





Burgiary. Fidelity Guarantee. 
Property Owners’ Indemnity. 





DIRECTORS— 


Third Party. 


Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice. 
Personal Accident and Disease. 


Workmen's Compensation, including 
Plate Glass. 


CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, Esq.. J.P., Chatrman (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Rarker & Co., Lincoln's Inn). 
ROMER WILLIAM 


L, C. GOLA: 
EDMUN ND FRANCIS BLAKE CHURCH “Bag. (Church, 
HENRY LEFEVRE FARRER. tteg, : 
" eed Esq. (Nicholson, Patterson Free 
es! 


C, W. GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Graham & Co,), Lincoln’s Inn. 
WES, — bee 
EDWIN HART, (Budd, Brodie, & Hart), Bedford R 
HO. Bog, Bad. (f ( formerlyot E. Carleton Holmes, Fell Wade), Bedford Row. 


W. A. T. B . (Hallowes & Carter), 
ECARLETON 
FRANCIS REGINALD JAMES, Esq. Ay Ate Xe James & 
HARRY W. ee . (Lee, Bolton 

DILLON R. 

PREDERICE & STUAR 


ess on the most favourable terms. 


and a, information may be had at the Society’s Uffice, 
@ Pelicy Holders is unsurpassed by any of the leading Insurance Companies. 


Forms 
ettered to th 


Co.), Craig's Court, Charing Cross. 
(Farrer & Co. Pa Lincoln's Inn Fields, 


The Sanctuary, Westminster, 
Bag. (Lo we e temple Gardens 
MORGAN, & Morgan), Somerset Street. 


SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT, 
This Society, consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional ex 
APPLICATIONS’ FOR AGENCIES FROM SOLICITORS, TO WHOM 
It enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
he business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom, and the security 


Weatminster. 
Adams & Prior), Bedford Row. 


‘reeland), Queen Anne’s Gate,| J. E. W. 
GEORGE I PIEWA 


Son), Herefor 








Esq., D.L., J.P. Vice- Chairman (Williams & James), Norfolk House, Thames Embankment, 
come ences — Esq. (Corsellis & Berney), Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
H. D. rey Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse, Plymouth. 

EY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley & Co.), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 


8ir RICHARD NICHOLSON (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne's Gate, 


WILLIAM NOCTON, Esq., D.L., J.P. (Nocton & Sons), Great Marlborough Street. 
RONALD PEAKE, Esq. (Peake, "Bird, Collins & Co.), Bedford Row. 

JOHN DOUGLAS ‘PEEL, Esq. (M orrell, fon & Peel), Oxford. 

THOMAS Pott Esq. * (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedford Row. 

ne Heaton & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 


Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 


The Right Hon. LORD STRATHEDEN AND CAMPBELL, Bruton Street, 
J, PERCEVAL TATHAM, 9 (Tatham & Procter), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

R, W. TWEEDIE, Esq. (A. F 

W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Eq. (Walters & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 

Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.O. (A. & H. White), Great Marlborough Street 
E. H. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead & Davidsons), Spring Gardens. 

E. TREVOR LL, WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Clock House, Byfleet, Surrey. 


. & R. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE. 


erience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession, 
IT 1S ABLE To OFFER SPECIAL FACILITIES for the transaction of Insurance 


INVITES 


Prospectuses and Proposal 








HOWELL, CHARLES, City rd High Court Pet Jan 2. Ord 
an 31 

JEFFERY, BENJAMIN BARBER, Deepcar, ;Yorks, Joiner 
Sheffield Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 

JELLEY, THOMAS, Sheffield, Fitter Sheffield *Pet Jan 30 
Ord J Jan 30 


LIPTROT, THOMAS, ' es Sony Dealr Bolton Pet | 


Jan io Ord Jan 29 

MCDONALD, MARJORIE, Huddersfield, Dressmaker Hudders- 
field Pet Feb 1 Ord Febl 

PASCALL, FREDERICK GEORGE, yy Rutland, Chemist 
Leicester Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 3 

PHILLIPS, JAMES, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, 
Ponty pridd Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb 

PHILLIPS, M, Jane st. Commercial rd + Flour Factor 
High Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Feb 

PRICE, JOHN COLLEDGE, Rugby, Domestic Machine Dealer 
Coventry Pet Feb 1 Ord Fe 

RIcaRDO, HARRY, Thornton le ‘Dale, Yorks, Boarding 
house Keeper Scarborough Pet Jan 30 wrd Jan 30 

ROBERTS, DAVID MORRIS, Glanmorfa ter, nr Tremadoc, 
Carnarvon, Builder Portmadoc Pet Feb 1 Ord 


Solicitor 


Rowz, WILLIAM ERNEST, Taunton, Florist Taunton Pet 
Jan 2 22 Ord Feb1 

SMITH, JOHN, St Annes on the Sea, Lancs, Grocer Preston 
Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 

SPENCE, WILLIAM, NAYLOR, West Didsbury, Manchester 
Commission Agent Manchester Pet Jan 3u Ord 
an 

STOKES, F G, Wormwood st, Teed Promoter High 
Court Pet Nov 27 Ord Dec 19 

Warkis, EL1As, Barry, Glam, Farmer Cardiff Pet Jan 4 
urd Jan 31 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ASHCROFT, EDWIN CHARLES, Bewdley, Worcester, Timber 
Merchant Feb l2zat3 Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 
Baker, moe, Basingstoke, Southampton, Draper Feb 
12 at 12 ff Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 
Southampton 

BrNck, EDWIN RICHARD, Exeter, Cattlz Dealer Feb 17 at 
% Off Kec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 

BRalD, RICHARD HENRY, Cheetham Hill, nr Manchester, 
Butcher Feb 13 at 3 Ott Kec Byrom st, Manchester 

BROMLEY-WILSON, Sir MAURICE, Bt, Milnthorpe, West- 
morland Feb 12 at 11.30 Of Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 
Barrow in Furness 

BULLOCK, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Aberystwyth, Cardigan, 
Motor Garage Proprietor Feb 13 at1.3u 4, Baker st, 
Aberystwyth 

DESNisoN, THOMAS, HERBERT DENNISON, NELSON 
DENNISoN, Birkby, Huddersfield, Builders’ Feb 12 ‘at 
2.45 Huddersfield I rated Law Society's Room, 


neorpo 
Imperial arcade, New st, Huddersfield 


ESTCOURT, ROWLAND, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Barrister- 


at-Law Feb13at12 Bankrupccy bidgs, Carey st 

HELLIER, EDA FANNY, Exeter Feb 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
9, Bedford cir, Exeter 

HOWELL, CHARLES, City rd Feb 12 at 12 
bldgs, Carey st 

KENT, REUBEN, Branston Fen, Lincs, Farmer 

12 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

LEWIS, CHARLES, Old Trafford, Lan s, Electrical Engineer 
Feb 12 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

LIPTROT, THOMAS, Bolton, Fish Dealer Feb 12 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 19, Exch inge st, Bultun 

| MALCOMFS, EDWARD COLEMAN DEmMCO, Seven Kings, 
Essex, General Store Keeper Feb 12 at 12 1, St 
Aldate’s, Oxford 

NORTH, ROGER, Elsing, Norfolk, Poultry Farm:r Feb 12 
at 3 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

PASCALL, FREDERICK GEORGE, O.kham, Rutland, Chemist 
Feb 12 at 3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

PHILLIPS, M, Jane st, Commercial rd East, Flour Miller 
Feb 13 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

RICARDO, HARRY, Thornton le Dale, Yorks, Boarding 
House Keeper Feb 18at4 Off Kec, 48, Westborough, 
Scarborough 

SHALLCROSS, RICHARD LEATHER, Northwich, Chester, 


Bankruptcy 


Feb 13 at 


Baker Feb 12 at 12 off Rec, King st, Newcastle 
Staffs 
SMITH, HARRY STRACEY, Harrogate, Yorks, Printer Feb 


14 at 3 Off Rec, 
York 

STARKIE, JOSEPH, Batley, Yorks, Builder Feb 12 at 11 
Off Pec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

| STEVENSON, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Askam in Furnes§ 

Labourer Feb 12 at 10.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 
Barrow in Furness 

| STOCKTON, JOSEPH SADDLER, Sheffield Feb 12 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

STOKES, F G, Wormwood st, Company Promoter Feb 12 
atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

SUTTON, STEPHEN ROBERT, Littleport, Cambridge, Cycle 
Agent Feb 12 at 12 Off R.¢, 5, Petty Cury, Cam- 
bridge 

TINLEY, FREDERICK JoHN HINES, Emsworth, Hants, Hosier 
Feb i8at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junct, High st, Ports 
mouth 

WEBBER, GEORGE Henry, Coventry 
Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

WINFIELD, CHARLES, Mansfield, No‘ts, Smallware Dealer 
Feb 12 at 11 Otf Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 


The Reu House, Duncombe pl, 





Feb 12 at 12 Off 


ham 
WOOLMAN, Isaac, Blackpool, Builder Feb 13 at 3.45 





Derby Hotel, Regent sq, Blackpool 











ADJUDICATIONS, 


ANDERSON, ANDREWS, Copthall av, Director of Public 
Companies High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord Jan 30 
BAKER, HeRBERT, Basingstoke, Hants, Draper Winchester 
Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

BENCE, KDWIN RICHARD, Exeter, Cattle Dealer Exeter 
Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 1 

BENNY, WILLIAM, St Austell, Cornwall, Ccal Merchant 
Truro Pet Febi Ord Febl 

BRAID, RICHARD HENRY, Cheetham _ nr Manchester, 
Butcher Salford Pet Jan23 Ord Jan 31 

BRASH, JOHN, Lancaster, Painter Preston 
Ord Feb 1 

BROOKS, WILLIAM HENRY, Gloucester, Grocer Gloucester 
Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 1 


Pet Feb 1 


BURTON, FIX, Durriogton, Wilts, Builder Salisbury 
Pet Jan 10 Ord Feb 1 

CARLIN, JOHN JAMES (RESSWELL, Carlton, Notts, 
Assistant Librarian Nottingham Pet Jan 30 O:d 
Jan 30 


| CRAWSHAW, MANFRED ERNEST, Batley, Yorks, Rag Mer 





chavt Dewsbury Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 29 

CROSLAND, GETHER, JOHN CROSLAND, WILLIAM CROSLAND, 
and ERNEST CROSLAND, Sheffield, Nurseryman 
Sheffield Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 1 

GEACH, WILLIAM, Kingsley rd, Wimbledon, Retired 
Farmer Wandsworth Pet Aug 12 Ord Jan 30 

GOODALL, HARRY, jun, Wolverhampton, Poulterer Wol- 
verhampton Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 30 

GURNEY, EDWIN TaoMAS, Merthyr Tydfil, Builder Merth:t 
Tydfil Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 22 

JEFFERY, BENJAMIN BARBER, Deepcar, Yorks, Journey- 
man Joiner Sheffield Pet Jan31 Ord Jan 31 

JELLEY, THOMAS, Sheffield, Fitter Sheffield Pet Jan 30 
Ord Jan 30 

LipTROT, THOMAS, Bolton, Fish Dealer Bolton Pet Jan 10 
Ord Jan 30 

MCDONALD, |MAJORIR, oe 
dersfie ld Pet Febl Ond Feb 1 

MILLS, JAMES, Blackpool, Retired Draper 
Oct 12 Ord Feb 1 

NoyEs, CHARLES ROBERT FINCH, HMS Excellent, Stepney 
Hig! 1 Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Feb 1 

PASCALL, FREDERICK GEORGE, Oatham, Rutland, Ch mist 
ee Pet Jan 31 Ord Jai 31 

Prick, JoHN COLLEDGR, Rugby, Domestic Machine Dealer 
Coventey Pet Febl Ord Febl 

RICARDO, HARRY, Thornton le Dale, Yorks, Boarding 
House Keeper Scarborough Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

RopERTs, DAVID Morris, Glanmorfa ter, nr Tremadoc, 
Carnarvon, Builder Portmadoc Pet Feb Ord Feb 1 

ROSENTHAL, MICHAEL, High st, Stoke Newington, Lace 
Dealer Edmonton Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan 31 

Ross, RONALD BUCHANAN, Bagshot, Surrey Kingston 
Surrey Pet Aug13 Ord Jan 24 


Dreesmaker Hud- 


Kendal Pet 
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SMITH, HARRY StTRACEY, Harrogate, Yorks, Printer York 
Pet Jan 13 Ord Jin 30 

SMITH, JOHN, St Annes on the Sea, Lanes Grocer 
Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 

SUTTON STEPHEN ROBERT, 
Agent Camoridge Pet Dec 31 

TrhoTT, HARRY, NELSON, Regent st 
Dec 30 Ord Jan 31 

WALLIS, Hanky Herpert, Churchfield rd, 
cer Brentford Pet Decls Ord Feb! 

Wess, Henry WILLIAM FREDERICK, Brewster rd, Leyton 
Builder High Court Pet Nov9 Ord Jan 31 

YEATES, JAMES, Bogaor, Fishmonger Brighton 
29 Ord Jan 29 

ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 

RICHARD, TREVOR GLASBROOK 
Swaneea Adjad Oct 25,1905 Annu! Jan 21, 1913 

ROBINSON, THOMAS EaNnest, Putney Bridge rd, Putney 
Wandsworth Adjud July 7,198 Annul Dee 9, 1912 


Preston 


Littleport, Cambs, 
Ord Feb 1 
High Court 


Cycle 
Pet 
Acton Buil- 


Pet Jan 


Ravenhill, nr Swansea 





( TER 3 OF SHEFFIEL 


THE CORPORATION OF SHEFFIELD are prez ared to 


| 
| 
| 


WANTED :— 


HALSBURY’S LAWS OF ENGLAND.— 
Second-hand Copy in good condition, and future Volumes 
as issued. Please sta e price required to— 


THE KELLY LAW-BOOK COMPANY, LTD., 
Dealers in all De-c-iptions of LAW BOOKS, 
67, CAREY STREET, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


*,” Valuations for Partnership, etc., upon Moderate Terms. 








REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS, 


| A Large Stock of SECOND-HAND REPORTS AND 


ACCEPT LOANS of £100 and upwards in multiples of £10, | 


subject 
of Three 


annum, 
or fora term 


on Mortgage at 108, Od. pe ent 
to six months’ notice from any date 
or Five Years, and then subject t 
any time 

Mortgages are 
Interest psyable half-yearly 
Apply 


per 


prepare! free of ecst to the Inv. stor 
Ist March and Ist September 


JAMES W. WRIGHT, City Treasurer, 
lown Hall, Sheffield 


PARTNERSHIPS WANTED AND VACANT. 


\ ESSRS. ATHERTONS, Limited, of 63 
4 and 64, Chancery-lane, W.C., invite Solicitors ia 
London or Provinces desirous of Disposing of their Prac- 
tices or Requiring Partners to enter into correapondence 
with them inatrict confidence, Telephone : 2432 Holborn. 
Telegrams: Alacrious, London, 








Q' ILICITORS requiring Managing Clerk- 
h ships Or positions in Solicitors’ Office should apply 
to be placed on the Reg sters at Messrs, Aruentons, 
Limited, 63 and 64, Chancery-lane, W:C. 


7_ 


wise, 
lane, 
atemes : 





) SOLICITORS.—If you require to fill 
any Vacancy on 5 our Staff, admitted men or other- 
id Aragrtons, Limited, 63 and 64, Chancery- 

<<. Nofees. Telephone: 2182 Holborn. Tele- 
Alacrious, London. 


» six months’ notice at 


TEXT-BOOKS always on Sale. 
Libraries Valued or Purchased. 


14 BELL YARD, TEMPLE BAR. 
(Removed from 3, Bream's Buildings.) 





AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
payment 265 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 
8 per sheet, 
3 per 20 folios, 
0 2 per folio. 
2 0 per shea, 


~ 

Abstracts Copied ove «w- O 
Briefs and Drafts ooo a & 
Deeds Round Hand ., ove 
Deeds Abstracted ose } 
Fall Copies - one 0 2 per folio. 

PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet Draft, $d, ditto 
Parchment, ls. 6d, to 3a. 6d. per sin. 
KERR & LANHAM. 16. Farnival-street, Holborn, B.C. 


FIRE RISK. 





-THE PrRinctPAL INSURANCE 
COMPANIES WILL NOW ARRANGE TO Pay 
THEIR CLIENTS THE FULL AMOUNT OF 
Totat Loss INCURRED BY FIRE, AS SHOWN 
BY OUR VALUATIONS. 
COLLECTIONS, 
AND OTHER VALUABLES, 
PROTECTION TO OWNERS, ARE 
PREPARED IN ALL PARTS OF THE KINGDOM. 
7NIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, 
| 20, HANOVER SQUARE, W. 


INVENTORIES OF ART 
FURNITURE, 


SECURING 





Convey 


\ TANTED, to Purchase small 
H., 


ancing Practice on retirement or death. 
care of “ Solicitors’ Journal,” 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


\ TANTED, as Manager for First-class 

Firm in the East, either Barrister or Solicitor 
with experience of Commercial Law and Advocacy ; age 
about sv; unmarried; Public School and University pre 
ferred ; three years’ agreement ; good sslary.—Apply, by 
letter, stating qualifications, to BE. F. Turssr & Sons, 
115, Leadenhall-street, London, B.C. 


~h J)LICITOR, B.A. (Cantab.), 29, desires re 
h engagement Managing Clerk or Cierkship, with view 
to succession or partnership; wide experience in busy 
country office; accustomed interviewing clients and 
acting without supervision.— Box 183, care of ‘Solicitors’ 
Journal,” 27, Chancery-lane, W.C, 


| PRACTICE FOR SALE.—Old-established 

Succession in larze provincial centre for Disposal. 
Purchaser must have undoubted possession of £7,500 
capital befo e negot'ations can be commenced, Annual 
profit income reaching thousands. Bankers’ reference a 
sine-qua-non before any particulars given.—ATaxRTONS 
Limiten, the Leading Law Partnership and Succes:ion 
Experts, 63 and 64, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


’ ’ ‘DB ’ 2 
PORTLAND - PLACE.—A FREEHOLD 
GROUND-RENT cf £8009 per annum, three times 
covered by the net rents of a magnificent block of Resi- 
dential Chambers occupying the best mte in tbis un- 
rivalled thoroughfare, for SALE at £26,000. Gross annual 
rental, on leases, exceeds £3.600. Leasehold interest 
recently sold for £29,000,—Vendo's’ Agent, Haroun J. 
Coresaoox, 12, Norfolk-street, Sirand, W.C. 


>EVERSIONS, Life Interests, Life 
Policies, Mortgages on Freehold or Leasehold Pro- 
perties ; enquiries invited from Solicitors or others having 
fands available for purchase or loans on above invest- 
mente, or requiring to piace similar securities.—Asu- 
PLANTS, Grays lon-chambers, High Holborn, 




















Translators to the Legal Profession. 


HUTCHESSON, BRUCE & GATACRE, 


5, STAPLE INN, Tel: City, 7938. 





W ANTED, No. 1, Vol. 55 (Oct. 29, 1910), of 
the Soxrorross’ Jovewat, 6d, wili be paid for 
each copy at the Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.0, 





ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 


49, LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C., 
and 262, UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 
Patroness: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN. 
President; THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD, G.C.V.O. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 


Number of patients weekly, 800. 
This Hospital has no Endowment. 
Help is earnestly appealed for to 

carry on the work. 


A Donation of £10 10s. constitutes Life Governorship. 
Secretary-Superintendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 


INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD. 


This Institution, as its name implies, is foe the recep- 
tion of Infant Children, the orphans of persons ounce 
in prosperity. They are admitted at the very earliest age 
up to seven, and are clothed, maintained, and educated 
until 15 years old. The next Election will take piace ir 
May. Apply to the Secretary for forms of nomination 





LONDON GUARANTEE AND 
ACCIDENT COMPANY, LIMITED. 


Established 1869. 

The Company's Bonds are Accepted by the High Court 
as SECURITY for RECEIVERS, LIQUIDATORS and 
ADMINISTRATORS, for COSTS in Actions where security 
is ordered to be given, by the Board of Trade for 
OFFIVLIALS under the Bankruptcy Acts, and by the 
Scotch Courts, &c., &c. 


Claims Paid Exceed - £2,759,000. 


Fidelity Guarantees, Accident and Sickness, 
Workmen’s Compensation and Third Party, 
Fire and Loss of Profits, 

Burglary, Lift, Plate Glass and Motor Car 
Insurances. 


HreAD Orrick —42-45, New Broad Street, E.C. 
West End Office: 61, St. James's Street, 5.W. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835, CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 
Cc. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, f Secretaries. 


REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1823, 

Empowered by Special Acts of Parliament, 
Reversions, Life Interests, and Policies bought. Advances 
on Reversions and Life Interests, either at annual interest 
or by way of deferred charge. Options for repurchase 
allowed. Law Costs on Loans regulated by Scale. 

Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 764,825. 


30 Coleman St., London, E.C. 
Telephone: 602 Holborn. 
EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE Ruan oF WILLIAM & MAny, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


DRESS SUITS (Special Materials), 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS, 


LEVEE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 











93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908 





BY AUTHORITY. 


Every requisite under the Above Act supplied on the 
shortest notice. 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use 


SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 
printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and executed, 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
2, SERJEANTS’ INN, FLEET STREET, 
LONDON, E.C. 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





immediate and Increased Support is Needed 
Annual Subsciption for one vote at each election, 1Cs. 6d 
Life Subscription for one vote at each election, £5 6a. Cd. 
JOHN HILL, Treasurer. 
Comme. HARRY C. MARTIN, R.N., Secretary and Supt. 
Offices ; 63, Ludgate Hull, Ev, 





BRAND’S 
Al 


SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 


BRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W. 








SOLICITORS’ 
MACHINES, £8 8s. 
Hire 10/- Month, 


if bought the Ist quarter. 
MS3. Copied. 


TAYLOR’S LTD. 


(Dept. Solr.) 74, Chancery Lane, London. 











